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McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS PC. 

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E . (NV&PA) 
WILL IAM J. HAUSER, P.E. (NYSNJI 

MARK J EDSALL, P.E- <NY, NJ L PAJ 
JAMES M. FARR, P E. <NY&PA) 

Main Office 
33 Airport Center Drive 
Suite #202 
New Windsor, NswYork 12553 
(345) 567-3100 
e-mail: mh9ny@mhepc com 

Regional Office 
507 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(570) 296-2755 

e-mail: mhepa@rnhepc.ccm 

Writer's E-mail Address: 
mje(a)mhapc com 

MEMORANDUM 
(via fax) 

11 September 20<)2 

TO: MICHAEL BABCOCK, TOWN BUILDING INSPECTOR 

FROM: MARK J. EDSALL, P.E., PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER 

SUBJECT: SLOOP HILL (FARKAS) SITE PLAN 
PLANNING BOARD FILE NO. 99-25 

This will confirm my field visit on the afternoon of 10 September 2002 at the subject site. 

It is my opinion as a result of my field review that the site improvements are complete and in general 
conformance with the approved site plan. 

By copy of this memorandum to Larry Reis. I am recommending that the performance guarantee previously 
deposited in the amount, of $4025 be released to Mr. Farkas in full. 

Contact mc if you have any questions regarding the above. 

NW99-25-Cciuplcti«n Vfcmo 091102.doc 
MJE/st 

mailto:mhepa@rnhepc.ccm
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McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

RICHARD D McGOL'Y, =.£ . (NV«PA} 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P E. (NYSNJ; 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. (NY.N-*PAI 
JAMES M FARR. P.E. <NV*PA> 

G Main Office 
33 Airport Center Drive 
Suite #202 
New Windsor. New York 12553 
(845) 567-3100 
e-mail: mheriyigrnhepc.com 

u Regional Office 
507 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 1 e337 
(570) 296-2765 
e-mail; mhepa@mhepc.com 

Writer's E-Mail Address: 
mjeCwmhepc.cam 

MEMORANDUM 
(via fax) 

30 January 2002 

TO: MICHAEL BABCOCK, TOWN BUILDING INSPECTOR x , 

FROM; MARK J. EDSALL, P..E., PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER 4 ' [/(•'• 

S t BJIECT: SLOOP MILL (FARKAS) SITE PLAN 
STORAGE BIHLWNG ELEMENTS 
PLANNING BOARD FILE NO. 99-25 

I 

On 2° January 2002 i visited the subject site in connection with a request for a certificate of occupancy for 
the middle storage building of the site plan. 

Relative to the storage buildings, the site work adjoining the constructed units is (substantially complete and 
would be acceptable for issuance of That C of O When the applicant requests the next C of O for the 
storage building to the south (not yet constructed nor started), a more thorough review will be made, and 
full completion of Jill site work will be required 

At my previous site visit I identified non-complete work near the repair garage ar.d office. This work 
remains essentially the same as previously noted, with the performance security still on file with the Town, 
Bob Farkas, who was at the site, indicated this work will be done in the Spring. There is one additional 
C of O to be issued for the upper building (second half of the office space). Before that C of O is issued. I 
would anticipate that Spring will have arrived and the related site work finished. 

Call i:ie if you have any questions regarding the above. 

. \ A l.iy-;?-McmoO).3002.JcK; 
ViJi:,:.t 

TCrhiL P. 93 
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i have a concern regarding soil stabilization. The site JS adjoining the Silver Stream. Adequate soil erosion 
prevention measures must be installed and maintained to insure that deposition of silt or erosion migration 
does not occur. Appiicant/Developer should take immediate action, 

I am also concerned relative to the sswer line crossing the property We should obtain an as-built from the 
devebper to demonstrate that the building has been constructed in the proper location (not within 
easement). Also, I have a concern regarding placement of fill over the sewer line We must confirm thai 
excess fill has not been placed, nor access to manholes compromised. We will need to coordinate with 
CAMO in this regard. 

Last but not least. th»s plan approves a caretaker apartment The code permits no more than one family. As 
part of the. Building Department's review of the site, you should verify that one (not two) apartments have 
been constructed. 

A copy of this memorandum is being provided to John Hgitto of CAMO to make him aware of our 
conesms. You may ^ish to provide * copy to the developer such that they can address the comments as 
possible prior to the request for the C of O. Advise me when the C of O has been requested and I will 
perfom follow up review and prepare an estimate for the site work remaining, as necessary for the 
completion bond. 

Contact me if you have any questions regarding the above. 

cc Jfhn Hgitto, CAMO (via fax) 

V M ; -•• l-McPiolMJ002.doc 



AS OF: 08/07/2001 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER 
NAME 

APPLICANT 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 
SITE PLAN BOND 

99-25 
SLOOP HILL ASSOCIATES MINI-STORAGE FACILITY 
DRABICK, STEVEN 

PAGE: 1 

•DATE- DESCRIPTION- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE 

08/07/2001 SITE PLAN BOND 

08/07/2001 REC CK. #335 

CHG 

PAID 

TOTAL 

4025.00 

4025.00 

4025.00 4025.00 0.00 



AS OF: 09/29/2000 

STAGE: 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER 
NAME 

APPLICANT 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

PAGE: 1 
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARDACTIONS 

STATUS [Open, Withd] 
A [ D i s a p , Appr] 

9 9 - 2 5 
SLOOP HILL ASSOCIATES MINI-STORAGE FACILITY 
DRABICK, STEVEN 

- -DATE- - MEETING-PURPOSE ACTION-TAKEN 

09/27/2000 PLANS STAMPED APPROVED 

07/12/2000 P.B. APPEARANCE - PH ND: CLOSED PH APPR 
. NEED LETTER FROM CENTRAL HUDSON - NEED COST ESTIMATE 

05/10/2000 P.B. APPEARANCE 

09/22/1999 P.B. APPEARANCE 

09/01/1999 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE 

LA: SCHED PH RET 

REFER TO ZBA 

SUBMIT 



Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 

New Windsor. NY 12553 
(914)563-4611 

Sloop Hill Associates Lie O^u^^JL. ^ ^ ^ J T 

09/20/2000 

Received $ 100.00 for Planning Board Fees, on 09/20/2000. Thank you for stopping by the Town 
Clerk's office. 

As always, I is our pleasure to serve you. 

Dorothy H.Hansen 
Town Clerk 



AS OF: 09/20/2000 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER 
NAME 

APPLICANT 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 
4% FEE 

99-25 
SLOOP HILL ASSOCIATES MINI-STORAGE FACILITY 
DRABICK, STEVEN 

PAGE: 1 

•DATE-- DESCRIPTION- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE 

09/15/2000 2% OF $106,537. COST ESTI CHG 

09/20/2000 REC. CK. #159 PAID 

TOTAL 

2130.74 

2130.74 

2130.74 2130.74 0.00 



AS OF: 09/20/2000 

FOR PROJECT NUMBER 
NAME 

APPLICANT 

PLANNING BOARD 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES 
ESCROW 

99-25 
SLOOP HILL ASSOCIATES MINI-STORAGE FACILITY 
DRABICK, STEVEN 

PAGE: 1 

--DATE-- DESCRIPTION- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE 

09/20/1999 REC. CK. #127 

09/22/1999 P.B. ATTY. FEE 

09/22/1999 P.B. MINUTES 

05/10/2000 P.B. ATTY FEE 

05/10/2000 P.B. MINUTES 

07/12/2000 P.B. ATTY. FEE 

07/12/2000 P.B. MINUTES 

09/15/2000 P.B. ENGINEER FEE 

09/20/2000 REC. CK. #157 

PAID 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

CHG 

PAID 

TOTAL: 

35.00 

18.00 

35.00 

63.00 

35.00 

76.50 

537.50 

800.00 

750.00 

^ 5 0 . 0 0 ^ 

800.00 0.00 



1/K/OV 

SITE PLAN FEES - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
(INCLUDING SPECIAL PERMIT) 

APPLICATION FEE: % 100 . 00 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

ESCROW: 

SITE PLANS ($750.00 - $2,000.00) $ J&0- cTD 

MULTI-FAMILY SITE PLANS: 

CD 
PLAN REVIEW FEE: (EXCEPT MULTI-FAMILY) $ 100.00 
PLAN REVIEW FEE (MULTI-FAMILY): A. S10X-
PLUS S25.00/UNIT 3. 

TOTAL OF A & B:$_ 

PECREATTON FEE^ (MULTI-FAMILY) 

S500.00 PER/UNIT 

@ $500.00 EA. EQUALS: $ 
NUMBER OF UNITS 

SITE IMPROVEMENT COST ESTIMATE: $ 

2% OF COST ESTIMATE S /d^53?- DO EQUALS $ £/30 .7+ <£) 

TOTAL ESCROW PAID: $ yso.oo 

TO BE DEDUCTED FROM ESCROW: #QO • 0& 

RETURN TO APPLICANT: $ /N 
~r 

ADDITIONAL DUE: $ ,6V• 00 <2 
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McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS PC. 

RICHARD D McGOEY, PE. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER. P E. 
MARK J. &DSALL, PE. 
JAV1ES M. PARR. RE 

MEMORANDUM 
18 September 2000 

Main Office 
<!!"> Quassaiok Av<- i.Routc -f.V) 
Ne* Windsor, Me*» Yor» I ? M : I 
(9U)562-8640 
o-niail. mheny/JiXitt n?t 

Regional OHice 
507 Broad StrPHt 
Milford, Pennsylvania ^.JO" 
(570) 296-2765 
i»-mail' rnh«pu(iiptd,iiC''. 

TO: MYRA MASON, P.B. SECRETARY 

FROM; MARK J. EDSALL, P.E., P.B, ENGINEER 

SUBJECT: SLOOP HILL (FARKAS) SITE PLAN / / 
N.W. PLANNING BOARD NO. 99-25 t 

I have received a revised engineering plan for the subject application from Pat Brady 
The plan addresses the drainage issues discussed at the planning board meeting. It is ray 
opinion that the revised plan is acceptable The applicant should contact you to submit 
the necessary number of complete sets of plans for stamp of approval. 

3 have also received the attached cost estimate. I believe the estimate is acceptable for the 
purposes referenced in the Town Code. The estimate amount should be established at 
$106,537. 

One issue, which must be submitted prior to any request for the Certificate of Occupancy, 
is the easement document for the drainage system. The project surveyor should submit 
the necessary documents to the Planning Board Secretary as soon as available, 

Such that you can close out the file, attached please find our printout of time billings for 
the application. 

Cc: Steve Drabick, LS, Project Surveyor (via fax) 

.VvnKWISOOdoc 
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BRADY 
ENGINEERING 

POST OFFICE BOX 482 
Vv AU>EIN, IS.Y. 12586-0482 

Civil/Environmental Services (914) 778-4006 

August 3 1, 2000 

IMPROVEMENT COST ESTIMATE 
tor 

SLOOP HILl. ASSOCIATES, LLC - SITE PLAN 

DESCRIPTION 

Parking Lot 

Concrete Curbs 

Walei Main Connection 

Sanitary Disposal System 

Oil-Water Separator 

Caich Basins 

12" HDPE Storm Drainage 

18" HDPE Storm Drainage 

18" Flared Fnd Section 

I andscaping 

leucine, 

QUANTITY 

K795SY. 

610 L.F. 

Lump 

Lump 

Lump 

19 Each 

812 L.F. 

482T..F. 

2 Each 

Lump 

965 L.F. 

UNIT PRICE 

S 9/S.Y. 

$ 9 / L.F. 

$ 1,500 

$ 8,000 

$ 5,000 

$ 1,200 

$ 25 / L.F. 

$ 30 / L.F. 

$ 250 Each 

% 2,200 

$ 10.50/Ft 

COST 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

s 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

1 

16.155 

5,490 

1,500 

8,000 

5,000 

22,800 

20,300 

14,460 

500 

2,200 

10,132 

TOTAL $ 106,537 



McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

RICHARD D. McGOEY, RE. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, RE. 
MARK J. EDSALL, RE. 
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. 
Licensed in NEW YORK. NEW JERSEY 
and PENNSYLVANIA TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

PLANNING BOARD 
REVIEW COMMENTS 

[71 Main Office 
45 Quassaick Ave (Route 9W) 
New Windsor, New York 12553 
(914)562-8640 
e-mail: mheny@att.net 

• Regional Office 
507 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(570)296-2765 
e-mail: mhepa@ptd.net 

REVIEW NAME: 

PROJECT LOCATION: 

PROJECT NUMBER: 
DATE: 
DESCRIPTION: 

SLOOP HILL ASSOCIATES SITE PLAN 
(MINI-STORAGE FACILITY, OFFICES, APARTMENT) 
ROUTE 9W AND SLOOP HILL ROAD 
SECTION 37 - BLOCK 1 - LOT 13 
99-25 
10 MAY 2000 
The application proposes the construction of mini-storage units, three(3) 
service garages with related office, two (2) offices, and a caretaker 
apartment. The plan was previously reviewed at the 22 September 1999 
Planning Board Meeting. 

This application was previously reviewed at the September 1999 Planning Board meeting and was 
referred to the Zoning Board of Appeals for necessary variances. The property is located within the 
NC zoning district of the town. The mini-warehouse (storage unit) use is Use A-10 for the zone; 
the Board should discuss the classification of the service repair garage. This revised plan now 
includes two (2) offices (Use A-7), as well as a caretaker apartment (Use B-2). The bulk table 
should reference all four (4) uses proposed at this site. 

The bulk table appears correct for the zone and uses. The side yard and total side yard (provided) 
values should be verified, and street frontage and development coverage should be added to the 
table. 

The parking schedule (calculation) on the plan appears correct for the various uses on the site. The 
plan does provide thirty-five (35)-parking spaces throughout the site. The Board must decide if the 
locations are acceptable. In addition, with thirty-five (35) spaces, two (2) handicap spaces are 
required. 

I reviewed the plans submitted and have the following comments: 

a) The handicap detail on Sheet 3 should be corrected indicating that the maximum height to 
the bottom of the sign is 5-7 feet, and all striping for the handicap spaces will be blue. 

b) For more recent similar projects the Planning Board has promoted controlled traffic 
movement within the site. The Board should decide if this site warrants some more 
measures. 

mailto:mheny@att.net
mailto:mhepa@ptd.net


Page 2 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 

REVIEW COMMENTS 

REVIEW NAME: SLOOP HILL ASSOCIATES SITE PLAN 
(MINI-STORAGE FACILITY, OFFICES, APARTMENT) 

PROJECT LOCATION: ROUTE 9W AND SLOOP HILL ROAD 
SECTION 37 - BLOCK 1 - LOT 13 

PROJECT NUMBER: 99-25 

c) The plans include design data for the sanitary disposal system. Additional clarification 
should be made that the design flow includes all four uses on the site. 

d) It should be verified (and indicated on the plans) where the offices are located for the mini-
storage use, and if restroom facilities are provided. 

e) The plan includes relocation of a Central Hudson right-of-way and includes development 
over the right-of-way area. This plan should be referred to Central Hudson by the Planning 
Board to verify their concurrence with the plan. 

f) The project includes off-site drainage improvements crossing Sloop Hill Road. 
Concurrence from the Town Highway Superintendent will be required. 

g) The site includes six-foot high security fencing surrounding the storage use. A detail of the 
fence should be provided. 

h) The plan indicates providing "gates at R.O. W. if needed". We should get a determination 
from Central Hudson if these gates are required. Gates at both ends of the right-of-way 
should be considered. 

i) The Board must decide if a lighting plan and/or landscaping plan will be required for this 
application. 

j) The grading and utility plan (Sheet 2) would require some additional design relative to 
proposed contours. Retaining walls are indicated; however, height and contour information 
does not appear available. 

k) Details of all site retaining walls should be included. 

1) All drainage piping on the site should be identified by size. As well, catch basin and pipe 
grade information should be determined. 



Page 3 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 

REVIEW COMMENTS 

REVIEW NAME: 

PROJECT LOCATION: 

PROJECT NUMBER: 

SLOOP HILL ASSOCIATES SITE PLAN 
(MINI-STORAGE FACILITY, OFFICES, APARTMENT) 
ROUTE 9W AND SLOOP HILL ROAD 
SECTION 37 - BLOCK 1 - LOT 13 
99-25 

3. The Planning Board may wish to assume the position of Lead Agency under the SEQRA process. 

4. The Planning Board should schedule the mandatory public hearing for this site plan with Special 
Permit, per the requirement of Paragraph 48-35 (A) of the Town Zoning Local Law. 

tfi.il ly submitted, 

rk J. EasalT; 
Planning Board Engineer 

MJEpr 

Sloop.pr 

http://tfi.il


CENTRAL HUDSON GAS & ELECTRIC CORPORATION 
284 SOUTH AVENUE 

POUGHKEEPSTE, NY 12601-4879 

914-486-5475 

JOHN MCMANUS TELECOPIER; 914-486-5952 
E-mail: jmcmanus@cenfind.com 

February 18,2000 

Mr. Robert Farkas 
Stelmar Design Inc. 
P.O.Box 495 
Cornwall, N.Y. 12518 

RE: North Cornwall Gas Regulator Station Easement 

Dear Mr.farkas: 

It was a pleasant surprise to meet you on site yesterday February 17, 2000. Our 
conversation combined with observing the Site explained much to me. 

I researched the Deed and Easement documents to understand the motive and rights 
involved with easement. As you know, in 1954 Central Hudson bought a parcel of land from 
Sykes to build a gas regulator station to supply gas to Cornwall and the West Point area from the 
gas transmission line adjacent the old Rail Road bed near the site. As part of the Deed, two 
easements and rights of way obtained. One easement is ten feet wide and is to be used for utilities 
from the station to Shore Road. The Second easement is for the use of an existing driveway 
corridor fifty feet in width to be used in conjunction with others to ingress and egress to and from 
Shore Road. The physical site has changed dramatically from 1954 to now, the driveway corridor 
no longer exists, the access road to the regulator station and adjoining properties has t>een 
relocated to the Town Road ( Sloop Hill Road ). 

Because of the changes to the property use, Central Hudson does not need to use the, old 
access road location as long as Central Hudson is not deprived of its right to cross your property ( 
using a delineated route as we spoke about )for ingress and egress to the Regulator station ana* its 
10 foot wide utility corridor. The expanding the depth of the proposed garage and office building 
into the old access corridor will not affect Central Hudson's operation or maintenance functions. 
Once your facilities are constructed, I am confident that we can work out the specifics of access 

mailto:jmcmanus@cenfind.com


o our station and maintenance of our distribution line to our mutual benefit. 

/ I hope this research and letter assists you in your development of the site. If you faave 
further questions, please contact this office. 

CMM«k 

John McManus 
Special Services Representative 



RESULTS OF V ̂ ™*"HNG OF : Sk/ iy / * - ^ •)0O 

PROJECT:^W j/t///?AlS4 • L M _ 2 £ ^ 

LEAD AGENCY: NEGATIVE DEC: 

1. AUTHORIZE COORD LETTER: Y N M)A S)MlVOTE: ASjNO_ 
2. TAKE LEAD AGENCY: Y N CARRIED: YES <^ftO 

M) S) VOTE: A N 
CARRIED: YES NO 

WAJVE PUBLIC HEARING: M)£j>)UL VOTE: A ^ N ^ L WAIVED: Y N 

SCHEDULE P.H. Y N 

SEND TO O.C. PLANNING: Y _ 

SEND TO DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION: Y _ 

REFER TO Z.B.A.: M) S) VOTE: A N 

RETURN TO WORK SHOP: YES NO 

APPROVAL: 

M) S) VOTE: A N APPROVED: 
MU&S)/? VOTE: K N O APPROVED CONDITIONALLY: 7~/Z'd6 

NEED NEW PLANS: Y N 

DISCUSSION/APPROVAL CONDITIONS: 

- A / Jl&tfa Jtanc ^JAIO^ A*. : G>jlfi/>/ j//2jks*s 
0/tf/>j/M#J Cd&jL //^ZC^uu - 10^A£ & JMi> >& %LcM/ d*u/' 

C&£cJ<~< J^^LOJU) 

(f.oMlO CMH^U-A^-V U/Uyi/XJLM ~ )CMA&£?JL/ </!uu)f£ - zfoakarjs-- /AJQ/JJ*J 

UjuMJUjt rj^t fcjifazaJi 



July 12, 

PUBLIC HEARING: 

SLOOP HILL ASSOCIATES SITE PLAN & SPECIAL PERMIT 
(99-25) 

Mr. Patrick Brady appeared before the board for this 
proposal. 

MR. BRADY: I'm the engineer for the project. 

MR. PETRO: This application proposes construction of 
mini storage units, three service garages with related 
office, two offices, and a caretaker apartment. This 
plan was previously reviewed at the 2 September, 1999 
planning board meeting. This application was before 
the board for a public hearing. If there's anyone here 
to speak on behalf of the application, the board is 
going to review it first and later I will open it up to 
the public for their input. Mr. Brady, why don't you 
bring us up to date and we'll go on. 

MR. BRADY: Okay, at the last planning board meeting, a 
number of revisions were made, we provided for more 
detail with the drainage, including the lighting plan, 
landscaping that was requested. There was some details 
that needed to be adjusted, the handicapped parking 
spaces, we provided for retaining wall which would be 
used along the easterly line of the site. We have also 
provided for the drainage, a storm interceptor which 
acts as a quality control device for the drainage 
system before it heads out to the Moodna Creek. That 
was really encompassing the comments from the last 
meeting. 

MR. LANDER: We had a question for Central Hudson about 
their easement running through there, about some type 
of gates they might need. 

MR. BRADY: I believe a letter from Central Hudson was 
provided with the submission to the planning board, do 
you have a copy of that? 

MS. MASON: No. 

MR. BRADY: Do you have a copy of that? 
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MR. FARKAS: I don't have a copy but there was a copy 
that was supposed to be submitted. 

MS. MASON: I don't have it. 

MR. FARKAS: I can provide it. 

MR. PETRO: What was their input? They didn't want the 
gates? 

MR. FARKAS: No, because they're going to have access 
through the main gate, that's all they said was going 
to be needed. 

MR. PETRO: Just forward a copy so we have it in the 
file so I'll assume what you're saying is a hundred 
percent and we'll go from there. The drainage basin, 
Mark, you're saying should be out of the Town 
right-of-way, how close is it, where is it? 

MR. EDSALL: It's several feet into the Town 
right-of-way. They have brought the private drainage 
system out into the right-of-way and then they take it 
back into the private site. So what I am suggesting is 
that we take it back to the property line, which is 
only a couple feet and have a matching basin on the 
opposite side so that you'll pick up the drainage flow 
from the entire roadway cause the balance of the system 
is private interior to the site so we want to keep that 
one back several feet so it's a minor adjustment, won't 
affect their grades or layout. 

MR. PETRO: In the grading plan, we don't have the 
contours, so we don't know where the water's running, 
if it's running into all these catch basins. 

MR. EDSALL: There's directional arrows. 

MR. BRADY: And there's actually proposed spot 
elevations at all the corners. But you see we have 
provided for that at the high points, water will be 
shedding away from the units from the center of the 
aisles out to the outer lines. 
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MR. EDSALL: Mark, that looks all right, your comment 
number--

MR. EDSALL: Only place I was concerned they do have an 
area where they have a retaining wall, I wasn't sure 
how the grading was going to be accomplished. I will 
work with pat for the areas where we need contours or 
verify the point elevations, give us enough 
information. 

MR. PETRO: Any other comments from the board? 

MR. LUCAS: Says block and frame garage, is that 
existing, top right-hand corner of the plan? 

MR. BRADY: That's on a separate lot, that's existing. 

MR. PETRO: We have a conditional approval from the 
highway superintendent, he's requesting three 
additional catch basins at the entrance, you already 
talked to Mike or Mark? 

MR. BRADY: No, I hadn't seen that comment, but I don't 
believe that to be a problem. 

MR. PETRO: Maybe you can fill us in on this Sloop 
Hill, did you talk to Henry about adding three 
additional catch basins at the entranceway? 

MR. BABCOCK: He mentioned that the catch basins here 
and here, there's one, there's two. 

MR. EDSALL: No, I'm suggesting one more here. So he 
wants at the southerly access he's looking for a pair 
as well but that appears to be sloping into the 
property. 

MR. BRADY: Right, all the accessways to this facility 
slope away from Sloop Hill and not towards Sloop Hill 
so the Town road will not be receiving any additional 
runoff or any runoff from this site, all the water from 
this, if anything, would be taking water off Sloop Hill 
and bringing it inward to our collection system and 
back out. 
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MR. LANDER: That's 3.3 percent you have there. 

MR. BRADY: Yes. 

MR. LANDER: Positive back into the site. 

MR. BRADY: Correct, 3.3 and that's all, 10 percent. 

MR. PETRO: I don't see a problem. 

MR. BRADY: We have provided tops and bottoms for the 
walls, if you can see top wall, bottom wall, top wall, 
bottom wall, top wall, bottom wall. 

MR. LUCAS: Town of New Windsor sewer and water? 

MR. BRADY: It's Town of New Windsor water and the 
sanitary disposal will be septic systems, will be on 
site which will be out in front located up in this area 
here. 

MR. LUCAS: Okay. 

MR. PETRO: Mike, correct me if I'm wrong, the fence 
details, one of the comments made by Mark, which way 
the fence would be fencing, our code is any way that 
they want? 

MR. BABCOCK: That's correct. 

MR. PETRO: Which way do you plan on facing the fence? 

MR. FARKAS: Facing the good side out toward the 
street. 

MR. PETRO: At this time, this is a public hearing, we 
had 43 addressed envelopes containing the attached 
notice of public hearing. Is anyone here and would 
like to speak, be recognized by the Chair, state your 
name and address and your concern. Would anyone like 
to speak? 

MR. KANE: My name is Bill Kane, I live on Canterbury 
Lane, which is directly across 9W from where this 
proposal is and we have very, very poor drainage on our 
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side of the highway now and the only disposal water 
from our side goes underneath 9W directly over to where 
you're planning your project. Is that going to impact 
us at all? What's going to happen to our drainage, 
it's bad enough as it is. 

MR. PETRO: Turn that a little bit to the audience. 

MR. BRADY: There's a culvert that comes under Route 9W 
right here, it's an existing 18 inch cast iron pipe to 
the best of my knowledge, this pipe has been inactive 
or the state plans to do some corrective measures when 
they come through, however, we have provided catch 
basins to intercept the flow from this basin, but the 
flow from it is a free flow, so there will be no backup 
from this particular site to cause any adverse affect 
to the westerly side of 9W. 

MR. PETRO: You're not restricting the flow? 

MR. BRADY: Correct, it should flow better. 

MR. FARKAS: That culvert when we were doing some 
ground work, the culvert was a disaster, trees in front 
of it, rocks, it was half covered like with dirt, it 
was pretty restricted as it was, we pretty much cleaned 
it out already and with the catch basins that we 
provided, I think you're going to see better drainage. 

MR. KANE: That's taking care of the east side, the 
west side has no drainage, but it will be getting 
there. 

MR. LAPOLIS: Anything that comes through the culvert 
will be better than it has been. 

MR. PETRO: Are you one of the owners? 

MR. LAPOLIS: Yes. 

MR. FARKAS: I talked to the state when they come 
through they're going to do added drainage along that 
culvert comes through, they're going to run swales down 
past my apartments and go out toward the creek on Shore 
Road. 
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MR. KANE: Pick up the water with the 18 inch pipe? 

MR. FARKAS: Or they are going to change the whole 
slope of the road, they're going to improve it, I would 
assume they'll improve it, not stay with what they've 
got. 

MR. LANDER: So, let me understand this, the state is 
going to be doing some work on 9W? 

MR. FARKAS: Eventually, the state's going to redo that 
whole section of 9W at Forge Hill, they're going to 
drop the slope to roughly one degree back roughly 200 
feet, that's the last that I heard and there's going to 
be turning lanes. 

MR. LANDER: My question is are they going to dump more 
water onto your property? 

MR. FARKAS: No, they're going to make drainage ditches 
along the side of 9W. 

MR. LUCAS: Did they take any of your property because 
I know they did up and down. 

MR. FARKAS: At one time, they were taking ten, about 
approximately ten feet and what they are doing, they're 
taking it, they're regrading it and they're actually 
supposedly giving it back to me, that was the last I 
heard, it's just for basically grade work. 

MR. LANDER: My reason for asking is that if they dump 
anymore water and on your property, did you use that 
when you calculated for the drainage? 

MR. BRADY: Yes, I did, what happens here the limiting 
factor to drainage even onto the west side of 9W would 
be the size of this culvert, it's a long culvert, it 
would be limited to its inlet control, in other words, 
the only concern amount of water will flow unless they 
actually change the size of the pipe, so the drainage 
collection system has been designed to handle the flow 
from an 18 inch flowing if you will under the inlet 
control situation. 
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MR. PETRO: Anything else, sir? 

MR. KANE: No but I'd like a little better information 
on three service garages. 

MR. PETRO: In what respect exactly what they are? 

MR. KANE: What they are and what they're going to 
handle. 

MR. BRADY: Well--

MR. FARKAS: Basically, an automotive repair shop, it's 
going to be doing repairs, tune-ups basically working 
on cars, service garage. 

MR. KANE: Going to be three of them? 

MR. LAPOLIS: One garage, three bays. 

MR. PETRO: There's a caretaker apartment above it, is 
that correct? 

MR. LAPOLIS: That's correct. 

MR. BRADY: Caretaker above the office. 

MR. RINGLE: David Ringle (phonetic), Canterbury Lane, 
what they said last time, the garage is going to be 
separate, didn't say anything about apartment above the 
garages, you didn't say anything about the garages last 
time, garages were going up, going to be a service 
station, nothing about apartments, caretaker was over 
your office and the garages are separate, I don't think 
the garages should be put in there, there's no 
drainage, they're doing oil changes on cars, 
antifreeze, all hazardous material. 

MR. LAPOLIS: There's no floor drains in the garage. 

MR. RINGLE: Outside into the street, into the land. 

MR. LAPOLIS: Any hazardous materials spilled from the 
automotive garage will just like in any automotive 
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garage will have to be collected at the time of the 
spill by the means used and disposed of properly. 
There's companies that would be the, of course, the 
person in the garage's responsibility, but we would see 
to it. 

MR. RINGLE: What you're saying I don't think the 
garage should be put in there. 

MR. BRADY: Just so you know that the storm water 
collection system that's been proposed for this site 
takes, there's catch basins that have been installed to 
collect any runoff from the parking lot area and the 
garage area and that drainage system is brought through 
the storm receptor, it's a quality control basin which 
acts as an oil separator, so any oils if they were 
spilled in the mini storage site or at the service 
garage would be collected into the storm water 
collection system and would be caught in the water 
quality basin which would be oil separator, so it would 
not make it any further than leaving the site. 

MR. LANDER: Mr. Babcock, New York State probably has 
some kind of safety valve here when you build these 
garages to begin with, is that correct or am I assuming 
too much, if I want to put up a gas station and change 
oil or whatever, they must have the means to, if 
there's a spill in that garage? 

MR. BABCOCK: It's an oil water separator, that's all 
that is required is an oil water separator at some 
point in the system. What they're doing, they're 
catching the complete runoff, if you have a car that's 
parked at the mini-warehouse that leaks oil, they're 
even collecting that oil. 

MR. PETRO: Is this a permitted use in the zone by 
special permit, correct? 

MR. EDSALL: Yes. 

MR. PETRO: Anything else, sir? 

MR. RINGLE: Talking about 
underneath 9W, New Windsor 

the drainage that goes 
just spent $20,000 on 
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Canterbury Lane to push all our drainage water into 
that ditch, now they make it smaller, that's going to 
cause flooding on the side that I live on. 

MR. BRADY: We're not making it smaller. 

MR. RINGLE: You said the state may make it smaller? 

MR. BRADY: No, I didn't say that. 

MR. RINGLE: You didn't say that at all? 

MR. BRADY: No. 

MR. RINGLE: We have enough problems with flooding by 
your doing construction and all the other stuff. 

MR. PETRO: I think he did a pretty good job on the 
site for drainage, they have a small amount of catch 
basins and as he said earlier, the 18 inch pipe that's 
going underneath 9W is only going to take 18 inches of 
water no matter what. He's addressed that pretty good. 

MR. LANDER: You wanted to know where the water's going 
to end up after it leaves the site, is the Hudson 
River. 

MR. KANE: Like I said, the only people that are 
putting anything into that drain that goes going under 
9W are the people on the east side of 9W, east side of 
Canterbury. On the west side of Canterbury Lane, we 
have no way of getting water, we have no drainage 
whatsoever, none, but speaking to the road 
superintendent, sooner or later, they expect to put 
drains in? 

MR. LUCAS: 9W, they do have a master plan, I wonder if 
that would be available, maybe you can call Mr. Green 
with the DOT because that I think that would address 
your problem, because I think they're going to do so 
much construction on the road, they'll have to address 
the drainage on both sides. 

MR. PETRO: He's on the other side of Canterbury Lane, 
it's not piped to get over that far, that's a Town 
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issue, has nothing to do with this application. 

MR. KANE: Except if the Town does put in drainage for 
us on the west side of Canterbury Lane, that's the only 
place the water's going to go is to have the 18 inch 
pipe and if that pipe gets filled up what are they 
going to put in it on the east side, what's going to 
happen if the west side gets on it too? 

MR. FARKAS: Right now, that drainage pipe that dumps 
on 9W is basically illegally dumping on my property, 
there's no swales, nothing that was ever designed on my 
property for that 18 inch culvert, when we get done 
with it, there will be adequate drainage on 9W, they're 
going to build swales parallel with 9W to take any 
water that's coming off those roads and put it into the 
creek at a different location 

MR. PETRO: You didn't ask them for the water? 

MR. FARKAS: I didn't ask them for the water, but I can 
tell you right now there's very little water that ever 
comes through that culvert. 

MR. PETRO: Any other comments other than the water 
subject? 

MS. LEININGER: Kathy Leininger, I live on Forge Hill 
Road and I don't know if anyone who's been planning 
this has seen this article about accidents every few 
weeks happening, we call the cops, it's like 
ridiculous, it's been going on for years, there's no 
traffic light, there's nothing over there, I mean, you 
know, if anyone wants to look at it. 

MR. PETRO: There's a master plan to redo it. 

MS. LEININGER: 2001. When is this going to be built? 

MR. PETRO: As soon as they can secure a permit and 
start. 

MS. LEININGER: That's before 2002 before the light's 
in. 
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MR. FARKAS: Yes. 

MS. LEININGER: According to you guys, there's no 
threat of ground water contamination, right? 

MR. FARKAS: No. 

MS. LEININGER: Okay, well, I just don't understand how 
they can go and put storage units and garages at this 
point, this street is really dangerous, you can't make 
a left on Forge Hill Road and 9W, you really can't, you 
can sit there for minutes, minutes, minutes, half hour 
and I don't know if anybody on the board lives in New 
Windsor, but if you did, you'd know the street. 

MR. LANDER: We all live in New Windsor, otherwise we 
wouldn't be able to sit on the board. And another 
thing as you know, the wheels of the state government 
move very slowly when it comes for traffic lights and 
improvements, it normally takes many fatalities for 
them to do anything and point being 9W and Union Avenue 
County Road 69 numerous accidents there, all they had 
to do was put a green arrow and offset it from the 
other side of the road, took years and fatalities. 

MS. LEININGER: With all of this growth going on in the 
area, why don't someone do something about this stop 
light I just can't imagine how people are building, 
there's going to be more turning, more storage. 

MR. KANE: If you come down 9W and have to make a left 
onto Forge Hill to get into the left lane and have to 
stop--

MR. PETRO: It's not only your intersection, there's 
many intersections, in Vails Gate, it's all over Town, 
but we cannot old up someone from developing a piece of 
property, they have the same right to use the road as 
you do, you live there, they pay taxes on the land and 
he wants to use the roads, so we can't do anything but 
your avenue to make it better would be with the state 
and get more letters and have them do it more quickly. 
We can't hold up an application. 

MS. LEININGER: So this is a done deal, actually? 
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MR. PETRO: They don't have an approval vote, we're 
listening for input, they have been here three or four 
times and nothing's really done, we're discussing it. 

MS. LEININGER: Thank you. 

MR. LANDER: That's why we have the public hearing just 
to hear the comments from the public. 

MS. LEININGER: Okay. 

MR. PETRO: Any other subjects anyone would like to 
speak? Motion to close the public hearing for Sloop 
Hill? 

MR. ARGENIO: So moved. 

MR. LUCAS: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board close the public 
hearing on Sloop Hill Associates site plan. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. ARGENIO AYE 
MR. BRESNAN AYE 
MR. LUCAS AYE 
MR. LANDER AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 

MR. PETRO: I'd like to reopen this application to the 
board and go for any other comments they may have. 

MR. LANDER: For the public's information, the proposed 
three bay garages and the office with the caretaker's 
apartment above it, that's been on the plan at the last 
meeting. 

MR. BRADY: Yes. 

MR. LANDER: If it's within zoning, of course it's a 
special permit, am I right? 
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MR. PETRO: Right. 

MR. LANDER: So we have to look at that also, but it 
was on there, somebody made a comment before that it 
wasn't, it was separate, it was always there, so I just 
wanted to clarify that. 

MR. PETRO: Mark, do you have any outstanding comments? 

MR. EDSALL: You have discussed Central Hudson and the 
highway superintendent, the fence, the catch basins, 
and grading those are the issues relative to the plan 
and we have still got SEQRA. 

MR. LANDER: Do you have any comments on the drainage? 

MR. EDSALL: I believe that before this application is 
closed out, we have to make sure that we have adequate 
capacity to tie in that cross pipe which very well may 
be used by the Town as an outlet for the Canterbury 
development, tie that in. 

MR. LANDER: Crossing Sloop Hill Road? 

MR. EDSALL: No, the one coming under 9W, tie that one 
into the system so that we, if that line is used to a 
greater extent it doesn't result in a problem with 
their site, so we'll have to work with the applicant on 
that. As far as the drainage at the two entrances, I 
misread the plan at the main entrance and thought it 
was crowned where it would run in both directions if in 
fact it's all running into the site, then I still think 
the catch basin has to be moved in because we don't 
want a private catch basin in the Town right-of-way but 
I don't, I will withdraw my comment to put a second 
basin in, looks like the basin is only being used as a 
turning point so you don't need the second basin, I 
will speak with the highway superintendent because he 
may not, once he realizes it goes into the site, he may 
not care about the additional basins so we'll work that 
out. 

MR. PETRO: Can I have a motion to declare negative 
dec? 
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MR. BRESNAN: I'll make that motion. 

MR. LANDER: Second it. 

R. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board declare negative dec under 
the SEQRA process for the Sloop Hill Associates site 
plan. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. ARGENIO AYE 
MR. BRESNAN AYE 
MR. LUCAS AYE 
MR. LANDER AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 

MR. PETRO: I think that they have come a long way with 
the plan, there's one of the comments have been taken 
away by Mark as he just said, we know about the fence, 
Central Hudson, we're going to have a letter for the 
file if they want the plans stamped and Mark, do you 
see any other subject-to's at this time? 

MR. EDSALL: Well, I think that the responses that we 
got regarding the fence going out and of course, you're 
getting the letter from Central Hudson and just that we 
resolve the drainage interconnections and highway 
superintendent. 

MR. PETRO: You plan on actually starting this this 
year? 

MR. FARKAS: Yes. 

MR. PETRO: You'll have traffic this year? 

MR. FARKAS: It will be minimal. 

MR. PETRO: 2001 when you're probably in operation? 

MR. FARKAS: Yes. 

MR. PETRO: We have a year to go before the light is 
installed and the turning lane and all that. 
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MR. F A R K A S : Y e a h . 

MR. P E T R O : On 9W. 

MR. LANDER: Mr. Chairman, the site plan for the three 
bay garages, service garages, is this public hearing 
for that also or is there going to be a separate one? 

MR. PETRO: No, same public hearing, special use permit 
and for the site plan itself. 

MR. LUCAS: Just a garage, there's no fuel dispenser? 

MR. BRADY: No. 

MR. PETRO: We have fire approval on 7/11/2000, as I 
said earlier, we have highway approval on 7/11/2000. 
You realize there will be a cost estimate that will 
have to be put in place to receive final stamps of 
approval. With that, I will entertain a motion to 
grant final approval to the Sloop Hill Associates site 
plan. 

MR. LUCAS: Make it. 

MR. ARGENIO: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board grant final approval 
to the Sloop Hill Associates site plan on Route 9W and 
Sloop Hill Road. Is there any further discussion from 
any of the board members? If not, roll call, subject 
to the bond has to be put in place. 

MR. LANDER: Three bay garages go along with this, 
gentlemen, the service garages. 

MR. PETRO: It's a special use permit, if it ever 
develops into a major problem, we would do it, 
naturally, again, it's a special use permit by this 
board and there's no time limit, but at such time it 
becomes a problem, you can be called in for further 
review. 
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MR. LANDER: I think there should be a time limit on 
it, I'm not too crazy about these service garages here 
and I would like to see a time limit, maybe a year. 

MR. ARGENIO: For review by the building inspector. 

MR. LANDER: Or by this board, if there's any problems, 
we can nip it in the bud then if not, it's forever. 

MR. BABCOCK: Mr. Chairman, once they're put on a 
schedule, I'm not sure what that schedule will be, once 
they get a C O . and go in operation, they'll be put on 
a yearly schedule for an inspection, they'll be 
inspected every year by the fire inspector's office for 
everything, all the hazardous materials, make sure 
they're keeping everything wherever they're supposed to 
as every garage in the Town of New Windsor gets. 

MR. PETRO: It will come natural, Ron. 

MR. BABCOCK: Wherever they fit into the schedule, I 
can't tell you what the date will be, but they'll fit 
into the schedule. 

MR. PETRO: We have a motion before the board, it's 
been seconded, is there any other discussion? 

MR. LANDER: Did can we hear the subject-to's? 

MR. PETRO: Bond estimate be put into place for the 
site plan and Mark, you're going to work out the little 
details of the catch basins and what was the other one, 
letter from Central Hudson has to be put in the file. 

MR. ARGENIO: I was going to say Mark mentioned that he 
would ensure that whatever swaling they do they do not 
block that culvert on 9W in any way, shape or form. 

MR. ESDALL: I believe it should be tied into the 
system. 

MR. ARGENIO: So sort of swale with a throat, I have to 
tell you the rim of the basin right next to it is above 
the rim of the culvert coming across the road, so it's 
reasonable for me to assume the water is not going to 
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go north, it's going to go south, Mark said he's going 
to make sure that it doesn't get blocked. 

MR. EDSALL: We'll coordinate with the highway 
superintendent, make sure if we need to tie it in, it 
will be tied in. 

MR. ARGENIO: That's correct. 

MR. PETRO: Roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. ARGENIO AYE 
MR. BRESNAN AYE 
MR. LUCAS AYE 
MR. LANDER AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 
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THE PLAN WAS PREVIOUSLY REVIEWED AT THE 
22 SEPTEMBER 1999 PLANNING BOARD MEETING. 
THE APPLICATION IS BEFORE THE BOARD FOR A 
PUBLIC HEARING AT THIS MEETING. 

This application was previously to the Zoning Board of Appeals for necessary 
variances. The application is for a mixed-use site, including the special permit 
uses (service repair garage & caretaker apartment). The bulk table has been 
modified to reflect all four use classifications. The table should make it clear 
that the second value for each bulk requirement is for use B-7 (first value for 
other 3 uses). The plan appears to meet all bulk requirements with exception 
of the front yard value for which a variance was received. 

My previous comment sheet noted several issues which required correction. 
The applicant's surveyor and engineer have responded to all the questions 
previously noted and my comments regarding same are as follows: 

a. Has the Planning Board received any communication from Central 
Hudson regarding their R O W ? Do they want access gates to their ROW 
through the security fence? 

b. Has the Highway Superintendent approved the plans, specifically the 
drainage improvements? 

mailto:mheny@att.net
mailto:mhepa@ptd.net


c. Will the "finished side" of the 6' fence be faced outward? Is this type 
fence acceptable to the Planning Board? 

d. The drainage catch basin and pipe at the main entrance should be moved 
off the Town Right-of-Way, onto the site. As well, a pair of basins should 
be provided at this location. 

e. The submittal does not appear to include a final grading plan with existing 
and proposed contours. The Board should determine if this would be 
required. 

3. After receiving comment from the public at this Hearing, the Planning Board 
may wish to make a determination regarding the type action this project 
should be classified under SEQRA and make a determination regarding 
environmental significance. 

4. If the planning board identifies any additional concerns on this application, I 
will be pleased to review same, as deemed necessary by the board. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

idsallTPE., P.P. 
ig Board Engineer 

MJE/st 
NW99-25-12JulOO.doc 



PLANNING BOARD : TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
COUNTY OF ORANGE : STATE OF NEW YORK 

In the Matter of Application for/Site Plan/fcubdiviaion of 

%U/J /7J-4^<USJL£^ 

STATE OF NEW YORK) 
) SS. : 

COUNTY OF ORANGE ) 

Applicant. 

AFFIDAVIT OF 
SERVICE 
BY MAIL 

•x 

MYRA L. MASON, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

That I am not a party to the action, am over 18 years of age 
and reside at 350 Bethlehem ?.oad, New Windsor, NY 12553. 

On^L^Li %f.ZL<W> j . compared the ¥-3 •ccressec 
envelopes containing the attached Notice of Public Hearing with 
the certified list provided by the Assessor regarding the above .. 
application for Site Plan/Subdivision and I find that the 
addressees are identical to tihe list received. I then mailed the 
envelopes in a U.S. Decositcrv within the Town of New Windsor. 

A^id^n , 
MVJTSL L. Mason, S e c r e t a r y 
the P lann ina Board 

Sworn to b e f o r e me t h i s 

3&T' day of J%A<IJD l^obcO 

Notary P u b l i c vi 
DEBORAH GREEN 

Notary Public, State of New York 
Qualified in Orange County 

#4984065 ^ , 
Commission Expires July 15/^sJJi 

AFFIMAIL.PL5 - DISCS! 



Wi Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 

New Windsor, New York 12553 
Telephone: (914) 563-4631 

Fax:(914)563-4693 

Assessors Office 

June 2, 2000 

Robert Farkas 
16 Laurel Avenue 
Cornwall, NY 12518 

Re: 37-1-13.11 

Dear Mr. Farkas, 

According to our records, the attached list of property owners are within five hundred (500) feet 
of the above referenced property. 

The charge for this service is $55.00. 

Please remit the balance of $55.00 to the Town's Clerk Office. 

Sincerely, 

Leslie Cook 
Sole Assessor 

LC/lrd 
Attachments 

CC: Myra Mason, PB 



Robert A. Nannini & Callahan Andrew J 
262 Angola Road 
Cornwall, NY 12518 / 

New York Military Academy 
Academy Avenue 
Cornwall-on-Hudson, NY 12520 / 

Paul & Catherine Leininger 
9 Forge Hill Road S 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

N & C Land Corp. 
262 Angola Road 
Cornwall, NY 12518 

RKI International Ltd. Inc. 
C/o Yigal Bosch 
2600 South Loop West, Suite 170 
Houston, Texas 77054 

Fred & Kathryn Wygant Jr. 
^/ 7 Forge Hill Road 

New Windsor, NY 12553 • ^ 

Robert A. Nannini & Andrew J. Callahan 
PO Box 164 y/ 
Salisbury Mills, NY 12577 

Sara Staples 
C/o Miriam Spaulding 
67 Forge Hill Road 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

/ 

Christopher & Anne Kane 
33 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Karol L. Longley 
226 Shore Road 
New Windsor, NY 12553 y 

Hugh & Leona Gavin 
8 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 / 

Mark & Shannon Kintz 
31 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

/ 

Ronald & Harriet Buckner 
21 Stonecrest Drive 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

/ 
Margaret Napolitano 
10 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

. / 
David & Katherine Ringel 
29 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Frank E. Cowan 
14 Sloop Hill Road 
New Windsor, NY 12553 y 

William & Julia Ondriska 
12 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

David Jones 
Pamela Laffin ^ 
27 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corp. 
284 South Avenue 
Poughkeepsie, NY 12601 

/ 
Charles & Marion Demicco 
16 Canterbury Lane ^/ 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Stanley & Sally Clark 
25 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

The People of the State of New York / 
Department of Environmental Conservation 
50 Wolf Road 
Albany, NY 12233 

All Phase Structure I, LLC 
18 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

y Alina Melendez 
23 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Joseph O'Rourke ETAL. 
C/o Richard Clarino 
5 Mace Circle 
Newburgh, NY 12550 

V 
Veronica Farina 
97802 Overseas Highway 
Key Largo, Florida 33037 y 

Andrew Ryan 
207 Dubois Street 
Newburgh, NY 12550 S 

Mid-Hudson II Holding Co. Inc. 
PO Box 298 
NewPaltz.NY 12566 

y 
Anthony & Susan Zappola , 
5 Forge Hill Road v / 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

John & Eileen Bates 
17 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

S 

3V 



•Willjam Kane 
Linda Rieb 
13 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Andrew Krieger, Esq. 
219 Quassaick Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Walter & Hazel Casey 
11 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

James R. Petro, Chairman 
Planning Board 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Theodore & Catherine Valleau Jr. 
9 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Mark J. Edsall, P.E. 
McGoey and Hauser 
Consulting Engineers, P.C. 
45 Quassaick Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

Louis Pignetti 
Kathleen Corke 
7 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

/ 

Victor & Maria Calchi 
5 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

/ 

Thomas & Edna Mullen 
3 Canterbury Lane 
New Windsor, NY 12553 V 

Michael & Terri Mastrorocco 
3 Forge Hill Road 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

y 

Joseph & Sandra Burkert 
323 Route 210 
Stony Point, NY 10980 

George J. Meyers, Supervisor 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 

/ 

Dorothy H. Hansen, Town Clerk 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 
New Windsor, NY 12553 



LEGAL NOTICE 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the PLANNING BOARD of the TOWN OF 

NEW WINDSOR, county of Orange, State of New York will hold a PUBLIC 

HEARING at Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York on 

July 12, 2000 at 7;30 P.M. on the approval of the proposed Site Plan Approval and 

Special Permit for Sloop Hill Associates (Tax Map #Section37, Block 1, Lot 

13.11) Rt. 9W and Sloop Hill Road. Map of the Site Plan and Special Permit is on 

file and may be inspected at the Planning Board Office, Town Hall, 555 Union 

Avenue, New Windsor, NY prior to the Public Hearing. 

June 13,2000 

By Order of 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

James R. Petro, Jr., Chairman 
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

REQUEST FOR NOTIFICATION LIST 

DATE: £f3i IPO 

NAME: Ya^Ma^ f j n k e r f 

ADDRESS: )[p Ut tUre l fl^g-

TELE: (914) 534-5-573 

Cornwall , NV i ^ i y 

TAX MAP NUMBER: SEC. 3 7 , BLOCK I LOT /3 
SEC. , BLOCK , LOT 

BLOCK SEC. LOT 

PUBLIC HEARING DATE (I? KNOWN): 

THIS PUBLIC HEARING IS BEING REQUESTED B* 

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD: 

SITE PLAN & SUBDIVISIONS: 

LXST—W-I-LL— OONSTST-̂ F--̂ 5II5TING 
PROPERTY OWNERS AND ACROSSXNY~-STREET 

SPECIAL PERMIT ONLY: 

LIST WILL CONSIST OF ALL PROPER!7 

OWNERS WITHIN 500 7ZZT 

AGRICULTURAL DTBTRTCTl 

(LIST WILL CONSIST OF ALL PROPERTY OWNERS 
WITHIN THE AC- DIST. WHICH IS WITHIN 5 00' 
OF SITE PLAN OR SUBDIVISION PROJECT) 

* * * * ? r * x x ' ^ x * * ^ ; * * x * x x * ^ r * ^ ' x x x ^ r ? : r < r x x x 

NEW WINDSOR ZONING BOARD: 

(LIST WILL CONSIST OF ALL 
OWNERS WITHIN 500 FEET) 

:RO?ERT 

X * * * * * * * * * * * * * * . " * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

AMOUNT OF DEPOSIT $ TOTAL CHARGE $ 



RESULTS OF P.^MEETING OF*C ^fY/M yO4£D#0 .^ IEETINGQF: yj/suj %/0^ 

PROJECT: Map jjrff fhjiM • • P.B.# 99T£< 

LEAD AGENCY: NEGATIVE DEC: 

1. AUTHORIZE COORD LETTER: Y N M) S) VOTE: A N 
2. TAKE LEAD AGENCY: Y / N CARRIED: YES NO " 

M)lfjs)/ | VOTE; A3 N 0 
CARRIED: YES / N O 

SCHEDULEP.H. Y / N 

SEND TO O.C. PLANNING: Y _ 

SEND TO DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION: Y _ 

REFER TO Z.B.A: M) S) VOTE: A N 

RETURN TO WORK SHOP: YES NO 

APPROVAL: 

M) S) VOTE: A N APPROVED: 

M) S) VOTE: A N APPROVED CONDITIONALLY:. 

NEED NEW PLANS: Y 

DISCUSSION/APPROVAL CONDITIONS: 
M/)/MXL# tfa&IJ ^ &&2A/aZfi^C& /2A£s Jtf^l ydAPPJjtJ'jQS/W.u/-' 

QdAtUdS 7)kuh) t,479Q9X6>t& 

^tfwJ /i$0o J.£#x dx/ Itb^MZs Ae: >SiA? 

OjUfiA £- <£- f totjtl yLuy AM^/ 
^/2MJ rfJih? AfrM ^ / £#do V dz/J#W 

/)f/?/?£ Jfa y?juM£<u) 
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REGULAR ITEMS: 

SLOOP HILL ASSOCIATES SITE PLAN (99-25) 

Mr. Steven Drabick appeared before the board for this 
proposal. 

MR. PETRO: This is a proposal for mini storage 
warehouse, automobile service garage, office with 
apartment. Why don't you tell us what you want to do 
here. 

MR. DRABICK: Last time we were here before the board, 
we were referred to the ZBA, we were seeking three 
variances, we went through that process and we were 
granted two of the three variances that we were 
requesting. We were granted the variance for front 
yard setback on the storage units along Sloop Hill Road 
and we were granted a variance to construct a security 
fence 6 feet high both along the Sloop Hill Road side 
and Route 9W side. 

MR. PETRO: What variance were you not successful in 
receiving? 

MR. DRABICK: We did not receive the rear setback for 
the storage units on the southwest side of the 
property, the one unit up by the Central Hudson 
regulator station, so what we did there we eliminated 
the one storage unit and shoved them forward and we 
were able to meet the zoning requirement for the 
setback. You've seen this plan before. Since that 
meeting, we have made a couple small changes, one is 
the building itself that's separate from the storage 
units will house like I mentioned three service 
garages, an office area and an apartment above the 
office area. 

MR. LANDER: Caretaker's apartment? 

MR. DRABICK: Yes, last time we were here, we didn't 
discuss having an apartment above it, reason for that 
we hadn't done any of the soil investigative work and 
we're sure that the soils would support additional use. 
As it turned out, percs were very good, so we added it. 
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In addition, the portion of the building that houses 
the three garage units we made slightly larger, we have 
increased the depth of that building by six feet. 

MR. LANDER: That's an accessory use, I guess the 
garage repair? 

MR. DRABICK: Yes, it's an accessory use, if you're 
looking at the use overall with the mini-storage right 
but it's permitted as a use in the NC zone and 
enlarging that particular portion of the building, we 
also secured an agreement from Central Hudson to adjust 
the right-of-way bounds that they have there to 
accommodate the building. The right-of-way bounds will 
jog out just shy of 8 1/2 feet, actually run along the 
face of the widest extent of the building. 

MR. PETRO: The caretaker's apartment would be by 
special use permit of the New Windsor Planning Board so 
you understand that a public hearing would be required? 

MR. DRABICK: That's correct. 

MR. BABCOCK: Jim, the repair shop is also a special 
permit. 

MR. DRABICK: Yeah, that's what I thought also repair 
was also. 

MR. PETRO: I remember still about--

MR. BABCOCK: One public hearing for both. 

MR. PETRO: That office area is 1,265 square feet, do 
you have a restroom in there? 

MR. DRABICK: Bathroom area, yes, I think we did turn 
in two or three copies of building plans to get an idea 
exactly what the building was going to entail and if 
you look at the area that comprises that office area, 
you actually have it divided into two offices. 

MR. PETRO: There are bathrooms there? 

MR. DRABICK: Yeah, we show actually it's divided into 



May 10, 2000 29 

two office areas and each would h a v e — 

MR. LANDER: Handicapped accessible? 

MR. DRABICK: Right. 

MR. EDSALL: Just for clarification, one of the two 
offices was going to be to serve the main warehouse? 

MR. DRABICK: That's correct, one of the offices 
specifically for the main warehouse use, the other 
office would be used whatever would be an acceptable 
use in the NC zone. 

MR. PETRO: They're both handicapped bathrooms? 

MR. DRABICK: Yes. Now, in addition in this set of 
plans that we submitted, we have also included on the 
second sheet a lighting and grading plan and a third 
sheet, the detailed plan showing the design and the 
specifics on the septic system. 

MR. PETRO: What are the 15 units up here, small little 
units towards the Sloop Hill? 

MR. DRABICK: Yes, yes, I think they're ten by ten 
units. 

MR. PETRO: And the parking, Mark, 35 spaces, that's 
required to the site, those spaces are required coming 
from the garage area, office area and the apartment? 

MR. EDSALL: 35. 

MR. PETRO: Is that what it is, 35? 

MR. EDSALL: Yeah, he's got parking calculations shown 
on the front sheet. 

MR. PETRO: My question is what's generating that 
requirement, not the mini storage units themselves? 

MR. EDSALL: Yeah, a combination of all four uses. 

MR. PETRO: So the point I'm getting to is the location 
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of the parking spots they're strewn out over the whole 
site, I was thinking if it was most of it was coming 
from the building itself, the offices, what good would 
the ten spots be doing way up here, but you're telling 
me it's a use for everything combined? 

MR. EDSALL: Right, 12 of the spaces are relative to 
the service garage and an additional nine spaces for 
the business office and two for the apartment so 
you're, so only ten are for the mini warehouse but I 
just wanted to make you aware that they had distributed 
them, it may not be exactly in relationship with the 
ratios but it's--

MR. DRABICK: We do have a total of 17 for the building 
area, we fit as many as we could get in that area. 

MR. PETRO: That's your basic use. 

MR. DRABICK: Right and ten including together, that's 
the ten for the mini storage area. 

MR. EDSALL: Jim, the point of my comment if you look 
at the number of parking spaces, 25 of the spaces are 
supposed to be for uses not related to the 
mini-warehouse, but there are not 25 spaces outside the 
fenced area, so the ratio is not exactly correct, but 
they're meeting the code by having them on the total 
site, so I didn't want that to be a surprise later on. 

MR. LANDER: Garage area, where are we going to stick 
the dumpster, inside? 

MR. DRABICK: Yes. 

MR. LANDER: Really? 

MR. DRABICK: Well, there's an area next to the office 
area for the garage, that little box there, there's an 
area behind that that will be utilized as a bay area. 

MR. LANDER: Because we don't want to lose a spot. 

MR. ARGENIO: What appear to be islands to the 
southeast of the, all the units, are they painted 
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islands or paved or landscaped islands? 

MR. DRABICK: Those are going to be left natural 
islands, grassy lands, the reason being is number one, 
they fall in the right-of-way that Central Hudson has 
there and number two, they do fall across the area in 
which they have a gas main running in that 
right-of-way. 

MR. ARGENIO: The right-of-way is for the gas main? 

MR. DRABICK: Well, there's two combined right-of-ways, 
there's an overall 50 foot right-of-way which was 
originally granted Central Hudson for access and then 
within the bounds of the 50 foot right-of-way, there's 
also a ten foot right-of-way which houses the actual 
gas mains. 

MR. PETRO: We need a letter from Central Hudson, find 
out if they're needed or not, the gates on the 
right-of-way, it says provide gates at right-of-way, if 
needed. 

MR. DRABICK: Yes, we've had a discussion with them, 
they told us they didn't want the gates. 

MR. PETRO: Want that in the form of a letter? 

MR. EDSALL: I commented we should get a copy of the 
plan to Central Hudson so they can say yes, our 
right-of-way division is redoing the right-of-way, 
whatever maybe when you take those gates off, we'll 
send a copy of the plan to Central Hudson or you can 
and let them respond. 

MR. DRABICK: Yeah, we've had an ongoing conversation 
with Central Hudson during most of this, so they are 
aware of what we're doing there. 

MR. PETRO: Do you have anywhere on the, I see by the 
building is proposed paved parking, is that one little 
note good enough for the entire site or do you have it 
elsewhere? I don't see anything about the paving, is 
there a paving detail? 
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MR. DRABICK: Actually, we have, there's a paving 
detail, but I do, we do also delineate the edge of 
pavement on the rest of the site, I've got it here, up 
here, over here, along here. 

MR. PETRO: Any curbing? 

MR. DRABICK: The only curb we're proposing is curbing 
around the entrance and the parking lot around the main 
building. 

MR. LANDER: How about drainage on the site, all this 
water's going to head to the Hudson or Moodna Creek, I 
should say. 

MR. DRABICK: I will introduce Patrick Brady, who is 
the engineer. 

MR. BRADY: What we had provided for is internal 
drainage collection system which as you can see 
drainage will be discharged out to Sloop Hill and down 
to the Moodna Creek. 

MR. PETRO: Mention of, is it drainage? 

MR. BRADY: We're actually going to improve this line 
here currently. 

MR. DRABICK: The existing line is only 12 inch line. 

MR. BRADY: What we're going to do is if you turn to 
sheet 2 proposed drainage we're going to bring 18 inch 
out and across and then down to Moodna. What we have 
done is we have provided for a quality control device, 
a storm septic while, take out any greases, oil, it's 
got a better removal properties to it than the oil 
water, that will also pick up the water coming out of 
the garage units, as you can see, we have catch basins 
over here and here, they're brought back towards the 
site down and all the internal drainage is brought to 
this unit. 

MR. PETRO: How are you going to collect the water on 
the site without curbing it, by elevation and swales? 
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MR. BRADY: Yes, if you see, basically, we have high 
points between the units, they are about 120 feet long, 
so 60 foot middle of the unit, you have a high point 
and pitches to the ends, as you see here and then it 
will be collected and these basins will be at low 
points, dips in the pavement, as you can see, we have 
quite a--

MR. ARGENIO: The solid contour lines are existing or 
proposed? 

MR. BRADY: There's no proposed grading on this 
particular plan. The next plan you'll receive will 
have the proposed grading. I have spot elevations, the 
spot elevations you see are proposed, but all the 
contour lines are existing. 

MR. ARGENIO: Okay, no sizes on the pipes. 

MR. BRADY: No, one will be 18, remainder will be 12 
inches from here, this is an 18 inch pipe that comes 
out, so this will be 18 all the way out down to the 
Hudson. These lines will be 12 inch internal, again, 
that was part of the one of the comments that Mr. 
Edsall had had in his review, provide the sizes, type 
of material and the inverts on the basis. 

MR. PETRO: You need to get this over to the highway 
superintendent. 

MR. EDSALL: It looks as if he gave an approval just 
recently so he must of responded. 

MR. PETRO: Highway approval on 5/10/2000, fire 
approval 5/10/2000. 

MR. EDSALL: I had a number of basic clean-up items 
which will help get the plan complete, but 2B and 21 
maybe we can talk about. 

MR. PETRO: Control traffic movement, such as speed 
bumps and/or arrows and some sort of the direction of 
the flow of traffic. Want to give us a little plan of 
what you're going to do there? 
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MR. DRABICK: The idea as far as flow of traffic is all 
the lanes here are minimum of 25 feet wide. We were 
looking to use the lanes just as you would ordinary 
road two-way direction on each lane, there's more than 
enough width, it's wider than your average road. 

MR. PETRO: Main flow of traffic, such as the flow 
towards 9W, I guess on the west side of your project 
there, in other words, maybe we'd want a stop bump or--

MR. DRABICK: Speed bump. 

MR. PETRO: Yeah, on each one of those, so you have to 
slow down to go out there, somebody could be coming in 
the other direction. You follow me? 

MR. BRADY: I was just thinking about drainage, but you 
could make a short segment of berm, leave an open space 
in the middle. 

MR. EDSALL: I wasn't implying that their site is big, 
you have to do that, but we need the same one-way 
rotational traffic but stop bars I don't know if speed 
bumps— 

MR. ARGENIO: Stop bars and verbiage should suffice. 

MR. EDSALL: You're really accessing in the middle, 
almost, it's a small site. 

MR. PETRO: Okay, I agree. Can you draw something on 
there, show it next time? 

MR. DRABICK: Yeah. 

MR. PETRO: The other one was I, the board must decide 
if the lighting plan or landscaping plan will be 
required for this application. 

MR. BRADY: I have shown proposed lighting, these units 
we have provided for light detail. The only thing 
we're missing is the isolux curves showing the pattern. 

MR. LANDER: Is there a residence at Buckner's? 
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MR. DRABICK: There's a residence on the one side of 
Buckner, the one that we have shown, there's a mobile 
home there. 

MR. PETRO: Mark, we just did two or three of these and 
you reviewed the lighting on them, why don't you get 
together with Steve and go over the lighting, come up 
with an idea acceptable to you. 

MR. EDSALL: I can't tell unless we actually get all 
the curves on there where the light's going. If that's 
what you want, that's what I'm asking him to show you. 
Sometimes I ask for it and I get kind of a cross-eyed 
look. 

MR. PETRO: Usually from me, right? 

MR. BRADY: You can rest assured that it's, he's to put 
the information on there, but there will be no light 
casting beyond the property. As you can see, the 
lighting is limited to the units. They are all wall 
packs, no light will be higher than 12, 15 feet in the 
air, behind you you have the embankment for 9W, it can 
be added, if you wish. 

MR. PETRO: I think that you can review it without the 
curves. 

MR. EDSALL: All right, obviously, they are providing a 
uniform distribution of the fixtures so I'm sure they 
are going to have decent lighting. I think our only 
concern is as Ron pointed out not to disrupt any 
adjoining residential. 

MR. PETRO: These wall packs might be able to be turned 
down, if we have a problem later, I think they might 
have shields on them? 

MR. BRADY: Yeah, there's a detail. 

MR. EDSALL: How many watt units? 

MR. BRADY: They're 250 high pressure sodium. 
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MR. PETRO: I feel confident you can go over it and get 
a good feel for it. There's nothing to the west except 
an embankment, I hate to see him do all the expense and 
work for the curves for such a site that's contained. 
Okay? 

MR. EDSALL: Landscaping, is there anything you want me 
to follow up on? 

MR. DRABICK: We're intending to landscape the little 
area that we do have the landscaping basically in front 
of the storage units, maybe some small shrubbery. 

MR. PETRO: Do you have a detail? 

MR. DRABICK: No, we don't. 

MR. PETRO: Show us a small detail on the landscaping 
in the front. 

MR. DRABICK: Specific bushes? 

MR. PETRO: Yes, front area. 

MR. LANDER: Well, here we've got these are eight 
units, they only have one space, so the headlights 
aren't going to be coming into it so really--

MR. PETRO: You can have a strip there, back here is 
obviously I don't think is necessary, I don't think you 
have any property to do. 

MR. BRADY: We're putting wood stockade. 

MR. PETRO: Still dress this area here. 

MR. DRABICK: We'll run that by Central Hudson, see how 
they feel, landscaping through the right-of-way, if 
they don't have a problem, we don't have a problem. 

MR. PETRO: Not on both sides, have a little bit of 
space over here, just a little bit in here. 

MR. DRABICK: The gravel road that comes in--
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MR. AR GENIO: Where the flagpole is and Mr. Lucas is 
not here, so where the flag pole is, that stall, how 
does that person get out of there? 

MR. BRADY: That would be the striped lane, actually a 
car wouldn't park there. 

MR. ARGENIO: How would I know that by looking at this? 

MR. BRADY: You're correct. 

MR. ARGENIO: You don't see a problem? 

MR. PETRO: No. 

MR. DRABICK: We'll stripe the sign nearest to the 
curb. 

MR. PETRO: You have the landscaping, discussed the 
lighting, let's discuss this septic system. Mark, have 
you reviewed any of the construction over it and how 
you're going to handle it? 

MR. EDSALL: I had a question on just making sure that 
all four uses are included in the flow calculation, 
maybe Pat can help us out with that. 

MR. BRADY: Yeah, we had, I can give you a breakdown 
but on the breakdown on the design I had given you was 
for the apartment, the unit and ten employees, ten 
employees would accommodate the garage, the mini 
storage facility and the other office. 

MR. EDSALL: I only saw two items and you've got--

MR. BRADY: I can specifically break it out if you want 
per use. What I did is I lumped the use in and we have 
a maximum of ten. What we can do, we can restrict it 
to a maximum of ten employees combined. 

MR. EDSALL: That's hard to enforce. 

MR. BRADY: I can break that out. 

MR. PETRO: 4,000 square foot building approximately? 
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MR. EDSALL: It's less than three. 

MR. BRADY: Skeptic system's been designed for three 
bedroom, that would be your heaviest use as far as 
waste water disposal and employees, typically about 15 
gallons per day, whereas a bedroom is 130. 

MR. PETRO: You have Mark's comments, work on those, do 
the landscaping plan for us, you're going to coordinate 
with Mark on the lighting plan, he agrees to it, the 
board will review it, we usually go on his say so, he's 
the engineer. 

MR. DRABICK: I'd like to ask at this point if we can 
set a public hearing? 

MR. PETRO: Yes, before you leave and the signage going 
to use language and the stop bars paint and signage. 
The drainage leaving the site, is there a detail 
anywhere that you have? I know you have this page 
here, is there actually details of, Mark, do we have 
enough on the drainage to review it, make sure it's 
done properly? 

MR. EDSALL: Not at this point. When they, if they 
give us all the inverts and pipe sizes and such that 
should be enough, we'll have a trench detail. 

MR. ARGENIO: Should probably have grading data at the 
headwall that's to be demolished. 

MR. BRADY: Yes. 

MR. PETRO: Any reason we can't take lead agency? Any 
other interested agencies? 

MR. EDSALL: I do not believe there are any other 
involved agencies. 

MR. PETRO: We need a motion. 

MR. LANDER: So moved. 

MR. ARGENIO: Second it. 
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MR. PETRO: Motion's been made and seconded that the 
Town of New Windsor Planning Board declare itself lead 
agency for the SEQRA process for the Sloop Hill 
Associates site plan on Route 9W and Sloop Hill. Is 
there any further discussion from the board members? 
If not, roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. ARGENIO AYE 
MR. LANDER AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 

MR. PETRO: Public hearing mandatory, so motion to set 
up a public hearing? 

MR. ARGENIO: So moved. 

MR. LANDER: Second it. 

MR. PETRO: Motion's been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board set up a public hearing and 
hold a public hearing for the Sloop Hill Associates 
site plan on Route 9W and Sloop Hill. Is there any 
further discussion for the board members? If not, roll 
call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. ARGENIO AYE 
MR. LANDER AYE 
MR. PETRO AYE 

MR. PETRO: Once you, get a plan, schedule a public 
hearing, contact Myra, you'll be put on the next 
available agenda when you have all your paperwork in to 
her. 

MR. DRABICK: With regard to Central Hudson, will you 
be forwarding the completed plans? 

MR. EDSALL: I would be better if we forward it, let us 
know who you're dealing with, once you get your revised 
plan, we can send it directly to that person, so it 
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doesn't get lost over there. 

MR. DRABICK: That's doable. Thank you. 



Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue 

New Windsor, NY 12553 
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LLC, Sloop HiB Associates 

Received $ 200.00 for Planning Board Fees, on 05/15/2000. Thank you for stopping by the Town 
Clerk's office. 

As always, 3 is our pleasure to serve you. 

Dorothy H.Hansen 
Town Clerk 
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APPLICANT IS TO PLEASE CONTACT THE ZONING BOARD SECRETARY AT: 
(914-563-4630) TO MAKE AN APPOINTMENT WITH THE ZONING BOARD 
OF APPEALS. 

CC: Z.B.A., APPLICANT, P.B. ENGINEER, P.B. FILE 
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ZBA REFERRAL: 

SLOOP HILL ASSOCIATES SITE PLAN (99-25) 

Steven Drabick appeared before the board for this 
proposal. 

MR. PETRO: This application proposes construction of 
mini storage units and three service garages. This 
plan was reviewed on concept basis only. So, this is 
the first time we're seeing this. 

MR. DRABICK: This is the first time formally with an 
application. 

MR. LANDER: This has been here before. 

MR. DRABICK: I had included it as a second page on the 
original subdivision that broke the property up into 
two lots, so we can proceed with the mini storage. 

MR. PETRO: This is off 9W down the hill, right? Okay. 

MR. DRABICK: Right, Sloop Hill Road there. We're 
before the board this evening for a referral but before 
I get in the specifics of the variances we're looking 
for, let me just briefly go over the plan here. This 
is on a 2.4 acre site, located in an NC zone. . The area 
does have municipal water available, however, sewage 
disposal is by private individual septic systems. 
We're proposing a mini storage facility that will house 
I believe it's 147 units with a total of 22,675 square 
feet of storage space. In addition to that, we're 
proposing a building which will house a proposed office 
to maintain the storage area and three service garages 
for auto repair.' 

MR. PETRO: Where are they on the plan, Steve, down 
here on the bottom? 

MR. DRABICK: Yes, the building that's in here, it 
would be three garages and the office. 

MR. PETRO: Those garages are permitted use in the 
zone? 
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MR. DRABICK: For service garage in the NC zone, yes, 
as far as I-.understand. 

MR. PETRO: Service though, Mike, service for what, 
just any kind -of service? 

MR. BABCOCK: Service repair for automobiles, it's a 
permitted use. 

MR. PETRO: Not just conducive to the site, in other 
words, anybody can go in and do what you want? 

MR. DRABICK: Right. 

MR. BABCOCK: Right. 

MR. DRABICK: So, that's what we're looking to place on 
the site here. Again, the plan that you have before 
you this evening is a concept plan showing an overall 
view of the improvements we're looking to do there. 
Again, briefly, we're working on individual sheets for 
multi-sheet plan for full site plan review which will 
address all the requirements we need in the review, 
such as grading, drainage, landscaping, lighting and of 
course, the sewage disposal system. 

MR. PETRO: You're here just to get over to the ZBA 
concept, though, actually we have seen it before, we 
don't have a problem with it. 

MR. LANDER: The new thing since I've seen it is the 
proposed garages, is that correct? 

MR. PETRO: I've never seen that myself. 

MR. DRABICK: No, the other plan we did have garages, 
as a matter of fact, I think on the other one, we had 
three garages and office with an apartment over the 
office. 

MR. PETRO: We have Nanini and Callahan's just down the 
road. 

MR. DRABICK: They own the property directly across the 
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street on Sloop Hill, they have a number of I think 
there's three trailers and a couple residences that 
they use as rentals. 

MR. LANDER: Ron Buckner has his oil company behind 
this. 

MR. PETRO: Seeking two variances? 

MR. DRABICK: We're seeking two area variances, front 
yard variance for the mini storage units on Sloop Hill 
Road and then a rear yard variance for the one unit 
that sits up next to the Central Hudson regulator 
station in the back there. We're looking for 14.7 feet 
on the front offset and an 8.6 variance on the rear 
offset. Now, in addition to that, Mark had pointed out 
that we'll also have to seek a variance for the 
construction of the six foot security fence in the 
location along the front along Sloop Hill Road, I guess 
zoning allows four feet. 

MR. EDSALL: That's correct. 

MR. DRABICK: Also, the security fence that would run 
along what we would consider the rear of the property 
but is actually a front yard because of Route 9W. 

MR. PETRO: How about parking, cause I see some of the 
information on parking wasn't correct, so we're going 
to have, is that going to change, you need a variance 
for that also? 

MR. DRABICK: Well, yes, there were a couple changes, 
one was we had a bay size for the service repair garage 
being 10 x 20, I understand it's 20 x 20, what it does 
is it allows us one less parking space for the area 
outside the bay, but in addition to that, the big 
change I guess this was a change in new zoning was a 
requirement for additional ten spaces for any kind of 
warehouse use. Now, in looking at the plan, I feel we 
can accommodate that in the area that exists along the 
lot line between one and two there, we do have room to 
get ten spaces in there, so at this point, we wouldn't 
be looking for the variance in the parking. 
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MR. PETRO: Motion to approve? 

MR. STENT: Make a motion we approve the Sloop Hill 
Associates site plan. 

MR. LANDER: Second it. "• 

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the 
New Windsor Planning Board grant final approval to the 
Sloop Hill Associates site plan on Route 9W and Sloop 
Hill Road. Is there any further discussion from the 
board members? If not, roll call. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. ARGENIO NO 
MR. STENT NO 
MR. LANDER NO 
MR. PETRO NO 

MR. PETRO: At this time, you have been referred to the 
New Windsor Zoning Board for necessary variances. Once 
you have received those variances and have them on the 
map, you may then reappear before this board. 

MR. DRABICK: Thank you. 
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SLOOP HILL ROAD/FARKAS 

MR. NUGENT: Request for 14.7 ft. front yard/ 8.6 ft. 
rear yard and variation of Section 48-14C(1)(c)[1] to 
allow 500 ft. of 6 ft. fencing in front yard for 
construction of mini-warehouse units and three service 
garages on Route 9W/Sloop Hill Road in NC zone. Is 
there anyone here besides the applicant? Would you 
like to speak, I want you to sign this sheet, please. 

Mr. Steven Drabick appeared before the board for this 
proposal. 

MS. BARNHART: Let the record show there were 3 9 
addressed envelopes sent out to adjacent property 
owners for this matter. 

MR. KRIEGER: How many signed up on the sheet for 
today? 

MS. BARNHART: Fourteen. 

MR. KRIEGER: Thank you. My name is Steven Drabick, 
I'm a licensed land surveyor representing Sloop Hill 
Associates this evening in the application before the 
Zoning Board of Appeals. The proposed development for 
this site as mentioned is located in an NC zone. It's 
situated between Route 9W and Sloop Hill Road. It's 
bounded on the north by lands of Farkas, who's one of 
the principles in the Sloop Hill Associates, it's 
bounded on the south by lands now formally of Buckner, 
that's an oil recovery facility, there's private 
residences, lands now or formally of Furman and Central 
Hudson Gas and Electric Corporation gas regulator 
station that sits there. On the west, it's bounded by 
Route 9W and in particular on Route 9W at this 
particular location is well elevated above the proposed 
site with the imposing steep bank that runs up to the 
actual travel way of the highway. And on the east, 
it's bounded by Sloop Hill Road. On the other side of 
Sloop Hill Road is primary property owned by Nannini 
and Callahan, there's a number of rental dwellings and 
I believe two or three rental mobile homes and on the 
back side of those or farther to the east there's a 
quarry. In this particular site, we're proposing a 
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combination of a building which will house three 
service garages as well as an office for the 
maintenance and care taking of the mini-storage area 
and we're looking at this time possibility of an 
apartment over that particular office. In addition, 
the majority of the site would be utilized as a 
mini-warehouse facility, with a total of little over 
22,600 square feet of storage. What makes this site 
somewhat a little more unusual than most is running 
through it, we have a 50 foot wide right-of-way to 
Central Hudson Gas and Electric which presumably at one 
time was used to access their gas regulator station, 
also incorporated in that 50 foot right-of-way, there's 
a ten foot easement which has an underground gas main 
which runs out from the gas regulator station through 
the site into Sloop Hill and from there, down towards 
West Point. It's largely because of this easement or 
right-of-way that runs through the property that we're 
requesting two of the three variances tonight and those 
deal with front setback and rear setback. In trying to 
utilize and maximize the space for the greatest number 
of storage units, we looked to place a number of units 
along the easterly side of that right-of-way between 
that right-of-way line and Sloop Hill Road. In doing 
so, or to make this happen, we're looking for a front 
yard variance of 14.7 feet, setback required there is 
40 in running the storage units in that location, the 
end unit would site at 25.3 feet from the road line at 
that point. It's one of the variance that we're 
requesting. The set, the rear setback variance deals 
with the row of units that's situated on the south end 
of the site. These units butt up against the northerly 
bounds of that 50 foot right-of-way. And the rear 
setback variance that we're asking for, it's actually 
the only rear setback on this particular site is for 
8.6 and that deals with an end unit that we have 
situated only 6.4 feet from the rear line at that 
point. This particular variance we're asking for this 
particular variance only to utilize that space with one 
additional structure there and we feel that we're 
justified in asking for that being as the neighbor or 
adjoiner to where this unit is going to sit is the gas 
regulator station, it's not like we're butting this up 
against another dwelling or residence. The properties 
that do lie to the south of this sit in excess of 50 
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feet away from the proposed units and are buffered 
somewhat by the existing right-of-way owned by Central 
Hudson Gas and Electric, an additional right-of-way 
which allows them access out to Sloop Hill Road. The 
third variance we're asking for deals with request for 
a uniform 6 foot high fence which will surround and 
enclose just the area that includes the storage units. 
Under the current zoning because this particular site 
actually has two front yards, one along Route 9W, one 
along Sloop Hill Road, zoning only requires that a 
fence in that location be 4 foot in height. We feel 
obviously to provide the security that would be 
adequate for a mini storage area, we need a minimum of 
at least 6 feet. Those are the three variances that 
we're requesting for this particular project. Now, the 
project does lie in an NC zone, this particular use is 
compliant to that zone. As far as the actual 
development of the site, the drainage that will be 
generated here will be regulated and trapped by various 
catch basins on the site itself and then drained from 
the site to Moodna Creek, via a new location for a 
drainage easement and line which will be replacing an 
existing 12 inch line that runs through private 
property with no current easement. That will be 
included as an improvement. In addition, there's some 
additional drainage improvements which will take place 
in Sloop Hill Road. The site itself does not have 
service to sanitary sewer, it will utilize a septic 
system to deal with the sanitary disposal of primarily 
just the office area and the apartments that will be 
above the office. There's municipal water available 
and will be utilized to serve the site for water use. 
One of the additional improvements proposed is an 
extension of the water main, it currently ends at the 
northeast corner of the property, and currently there's 
a smaller line which runs up Sloop Hill Road and serves 
primarily residents on the east side of Sloop Hill 
Road. As an improvement to this project, we're looking 
to extend that main a full size main to the end of 
Sloop Hill and terminate it with a new fire hydrant. 
This will provide adequate water use and we'll also 
open up the availability for the dwellings on the south 
side of Sloop Hill to also use an approved water 
source. 
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MR. NUGENT: Three garages that you have proposed are 
garages to park a vehicle in or to do repair work in? 

MR. DRABICK: These proposed as three service garages 
which means that we could do repairs of vehicles in it, 
in those garages. 

MR. REIS: Steve, above the garage as you mentioned 
that could be a residential unit? 

MR. DRABICK: Only above the portion of the building 
that would be used as the office area for the storage 
site. 

MR. REIS: Just above the office. 

MR. DRABICK: Right, we have a proposed office area 872 
square feet, that's, the ground level apartments would 
be above that. 

MR. REIS: How many? 

MR. DRABICK: We're looking at no more than two. 

MR. TORLEY: Two apartments? 

MR. DRABICK: Correct, one apartment would actually 
serve as a residence for the caretaker and the other 
apartment would be an additional rental. 

MR. TORLEY: Now, as I look at the bulk regulations, be 
two living quarters, not more than one family located 
in each permitted commercial building on each lot, so 
you've got one lot and you're going to put how many 
apartments on? 

MR. DRABICK: We're looking at putting two, okay, I'm 
told it's one. 

MR. BABCOCK: You're allowed one, and the conditions 
wouldn't change and it wouldn't further your need for 
any variances at this board, if you want to have one, 
it would just be a matter of when you go back to the 
planning board to indicate that on the plan. 
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MR. DRABICK: Right. 

MR. TORLEY: When he said two, that's--

MR. DRABICK: My mistake and the reason it isn't shown 
on this particular plan is at the time that we we're 
doing this, we had not performed any preliminary perc 
tests to see if in fact the soil was suitable to 
support more than just an office use. As it turns out, 
the percs were favorable and would allow us an 
additional apartment. 

MR. MCDONALD: Is that where it says proposed location 
for sewage disposal? 

MR. DRABICK: It's right, that's correct. 

MR. MCDONALD: In this area? 

MR. DRABICK: That's where we did the percs and deep 
soil tests. 

MR. NUGENT: Mr. Torley, do you have the table in front 
of you? 

MR. TORLEY: Yes. I also see that the service station 
repair also requires site plan approval by the planning 
board. 

MR. DRABICK: Yes, we are and we're incorporating that 
with the plan for the mini storage units. 

MR. TORLEY: How many, the two units that you are 
proposing that require variances for setbacks, they 
look like there's a relatively small percentage of your 
total proposed development. 

MR. DRABICK: In fact, the one unit that we're looking, 
the one additional unit we're looking for with regard 
to the requested variance for the rear setback does 
account to one unit, however, the variance that we're 
asking for on the front setbacks we would lose in the 
neighborhood of 6 to 7 of those units to meet the 
required setback of 40 feet from the road. The 
variance that we're asking for of course is the 
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variance where a unit would be closest to the road, so 
it's true, it's true in the rear seat back variance 
we're requesting it so that we can get one additional 
unit, but again, we feel that we're justified in asking 
for that simply because as far as environmentally, 
aesthetically, as far as the neighborhood is concerned, 
what we're adjoining at this point adjoining at that 
point is the gas regulator station. 

MR. TORLEY: What about the ones in the front, that's 
adjoining Sloop Hill? 

MR. DRABICK: That's correct. 

MR. TORLEY: And you're putting a 6 foot fence in front 
of that? 

MR. DRABICK: Actually, the 6 foot fence at that 
location, we have that proposed unit at a little over 
25 feet from the road line, actual traveled surface is 
going to be an additional 10 to 15 feet more. Proposed 
6 foot high fence would sit probably about ten feet 
from that unit between the unit and the road, so the 
fence isn't going to be right up next to the unit, also 
that area in front of fence would be utilized for some 
sort of landscaping. 

MR. NUGENT: Mr. Babcock, according to the bulk tables 
that I'm looking at here, garages, says service 
establishments furnishing consumer services, but 
excluding gasoline stations, new and used motor vehicle 
sales, storage, repair or service. 

MR. BABCOCK: Yes, if you go under special permit use. 

MR. NUGENT: Then he has to get it from the planning 
board. 

MR. BABCOCK: And he's asked for that. 

MR. DRABICK: Right. 

MR. BABCOCK: I have it here, Mr. Chairman, on 
September 22, he asked the planning board which then 
they referred him here and it's for the proposal for 
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mini-warehouse use for the zone and service repair 
garage special permit use B7, that's what he's asked 
the planning board for and the planning board has 
referred him to this zoning board for the appropriate 
variances. 

MR. NUGENT: Okay. 

MR. BABCOCK: The caretaker's apartment and the office 
is also under a special permit, he would have to modify 
his special permit, wouldn't cause anymore requirements 
for variances at this board, it would just have to go 
back to the planning board, which he will have to do. 

MR. TORLEY: And the structures would meet the setback 
requirements? 

MR. BABCOCK: Yes. 

MR. TORLEY: What kind of fence are you talking about 
along Sloop Hill Road? 

MR. DRABICK: We haven't decided specifically on the 
type along Sloop Hill Road, though we were looking at 
doing something other than just chain link fence, 
something maybe a little more attractive, little more 
decorative. 

MR. TORLEY: Such as? 

MR. DRABICK: We can do a wrought iron type fence with 
the pointed top, some type of decorative top. 

MR. TORLEY: I assume this site will have lights on it? 

MR. DRABICK: Yes, yes, these, when we go back into the 
planning board, we'll have to prepare detail plans to 
include lighting, landscaping, grading. 

MR. MCDONALD: Question on your oil and water 
separator, and I question why it's at the extreme north 
end of the property line, when your garages are at the 
extreme south end, I don't see any direct flow from 
your three garage doors into the oil and water 
separator. 
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MR. DRABICK: Well, there is, there's a set of basins 
that exist here, we don't have anything direct from the 
garage. But, again, if directed by the planning board, 
we incorporate four drains which will run into the 
drainage system and all this is, this comes down into 
here. The idea here is to catch, the idea here is to, 
in catching oil runoff from the parking lots here also. 

MR. MCDONALD: What about the garage? 

MR. DRABICK: That can be incorporated into the same 
drain. 

MR. BABCOCK: I have a note to have Mark look at that 
and he's already talked about it. Steve, one other 
thing while we're on that subject, it appears to be in 
the Town right-of-way, I don't think that that's going 
to be acceptable, you have to push it back a little 
bit. 

MR. DRABICK: Right, we probably would end up pushing 
that back until we were within our own property. 

MR. TORLEY: There's an underground gas line, what are 
you putting on top of that, is that pavement? 

MR. DRABICK: The only thing we're allowed to put on 
top of that is pavement and in addition, what we have 
done is we have left islands open, the islands that you 
see opposite the end of the structures will be open 
grass areas and the areas in between of course will be 
paved. 

MR. NUGENT: Any further questions by the board? At 
this point, I'd like to open it to the public. Please 
don't be repetitious and only one at a time and address 
your comments to the Chair. Anybody like to speak? 
State your name please for the record. 

MR. KINTZ: Mark Kintz, K-I-N-T-Z. I have a list of 
several questions and maybe concerns, do you want me to 
do one and then turn the time over to others or just 
talk? 
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MR. NUGENT: No, go through the whole thing and then 
we'll turn it over to him and let him address whatever 
you have to say. 

MR. KINTZ: I had heard because of the school 
reconstruction that the 9W was going to be widened over 
onto the east side of 9W, so I had a question about 
whether that adding was even, I hadn't seen plans for 
it, so how will that affect this, how does that affect 
the property? And my big concern there is will this 
property or this development then force the widening of 
9W over into other neighborhood which is a concern. 
Second concern is that this will all be now paved land 
which means that the runoff will be going into Moodna 
Creek, rather than seeping into the soil and gathering 
there and I think that with a storage unit, you're 
going to have a lot of trucks and cars and things like 
that so we're going to have a lot of oil and pollution 
go into the creek, what you normally wouldn't have in 
the area. Third concern is that with this many storage 
units, space is going to matter because people have to 
maneuver in and out and load in and out and I didn't 
know the nature of the variances, so I'm not all sure 
what impact they have on the movement, but I do know 
that when people are moving things they, you know, they 
need space to turn around and move, especially if they 
have big trucks, furniture trucks and things like that. 
Next is my concern about traffic where Sloop Hill hits, 
meets with Shore Road, as you're going down Shore Road 
to the Cornwall Yacht Club, there's a double blind 
curve at Ceely's, two blind corners and I think we're 
going to be putting a lot of traffic at the top of the 
double blind curve which I think is pretty dangerous, 
it's already pretty dangerous turn, the map here does 
not show that turn in the road but there's actually an 
S curve in there and it's steep and people come around 
it treacherously, so you're going to put a lot more 
traffic at the top of the curve. And then my next 
concern is the traffic that's going to be put at the 
intersection of Sloop Hill, Forge Hill and 9W which is 
already very dangerous intersection because of the 
various natures of it, all the different traffic flows 
and I'm really concerned about us putting more traffic 
in that intersection, especially traffic from a new 
direction that in the past has had less traffic. So, I 
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think there's a real safety issue there and my 
understanding is that the way that light is configured 
on that intersection is now the best it can be. So I 
really wouldn't want anymore traffic in that 
intersection. Thank you. Last point I didn't know 
there was so many special variances needed to do this 
job, it sounds like every part of the project has a 
special variance, they don't all concern this body, but 
there's a lot of things in this plan sounds like that 
make this property just not fit to for a business from 
a layman's point of view. Thank you. 

MR. NUGENT: Would you like to answer those concerns 
before we go onto another person? 

MR. DRABICK: Certainly I can address them. With 
regard to the Route 9W widening, we did have 
preliminary discussions with the DOT in regard to that. 
It's our understanding that the widening that's going 
to take place that will primarily affect us will 
involve the parcel which adjoins us immediately to the 
north, in fact, both the existing dwelling that sits on 
that particular parcel as well as the block and frame 
garage that we show here is slated to be removed to 
incorporate that widening. With regard to the affect 
that it will have on this particular project, we were 
assured that it would not affect this. However, in 
drawing the final plan for sketch purposes here, we did 
remove at one point, we had a row of storage units that 
ran along the bounds of Route 9W, which prompted us a 
request for an additional variance because of the 
setback, but it being at the bottom of the bank there 
of this highway, we had looked at putting units there. 
They were subsequently removed because of the 
anticipated widening of the road. Obviously, those 
final decisions are up to the DOT and in fact, if the 
widening is to come any farther onto our particular 
site, we would have to deal with it accordingly. But 
regardless of whether the project is approved, by the 
Town to go in for this, DOT has the final say and in 
that case, it's not going to force their decision 
because the width being on the opposite side of 9W. 

MR. KINTZ: Can we have a guarantee under no 
circumstances would this change the Department of Motor 
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Vehicles or the whoever, DOT'S thinking? 

MR. DRABICK: I'm in no position to speak for the DOT, 
all I'm saying what the DOT decides to do will affect 
both us and adjoiners on the other side of Route 9W. I 
don't think the approval of this project will change 
their thinking. 

MR. BABCOCK: Steve, touch on the oil water separator 
that was an issue too of the water that's going to go 
into Moodna. 

MR. DRABICK: Space was another item that you had 
brought up, in fact, if you look at this particular 
project, we have provided more space between the 
existing units than you'll find on most mini storage 
units in the area. And, in fact, we were directed 
through some workshop meetings to make sure that we can 
adequately get fire apparatus around this site which we 
feel we have accommodated with the layout that we have 
here. Drainage we're looking at we'll meet whatever is 
required by the Town regulations as well as DEC 
regulations on this site and preliminary here one of 
the ideas here is to place an oil water separator on 
site, in fact, to collect that runoff that will be 
coming from the macadam surface. Of course, that oil 
water separator will separate the oil so that the 
remaining drainage which we primarily, water is what 
will make its way into Moodna Creek. Lastly, traffic, 
I know in looking at we haven't done any formal traffic 
studies here at this, we'll be faced with that at the 
planning board level. I am well aware of the S turn in 
the road there, that's where Shore Road meets Sloop 
Hill Road. That has always been a bad turn. There has 
been talk over possibly eliminating that turn with the 
extension of Sloop Hill coming around at the very end 
down, whether that will happen in the near future, we 
can't say for certain, but that's a bad turn, it always 
has been a bad turn. However, we feel that the amount 
of traffic use and the timing of the traffic that will 
utilize this particular storage structure won't have a 
severe impact at that particular intersection. 

MR. FRANK LAPOLIS (PHONETIC): If you've ever looked at 
the, a mini storage facility and the amount of traffic 
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that comes in and out of one, there really isn't, there 
really isn't any, I mean, car comes in, they do their 
business, a car comes out. There's not, I rent one 
myself at the Guardian over there and I go in there, 
sometimes, I'm the only one in the whole facility. I 
leave, sometimes no one comes in, sometimes someone 
else has does, but there's not really a lot of traffic 
that comes in and out of them. 

MR. NUGENT: Yes, sir? 

MR. DAVID RINGEL (PHONETIC): David Ringel, DOT, what 
happened in Cornwall, they're making, with Willow 
Avenue there's all these problems going on, you can't 
say that they are not going to do our side of the 
street today, they'll tell you yes, tomorrow, they'll 
tell you no. If you put a 6 foot fence, they're going 
to say you have a boundary on the west side, doesn't 
have anything, boom, they're going to widen our side of 
the road. We have nothing now keep it the way it is. 

MR. BOB FARKAS: Bob Farkas, I own 6 Sloop Hill Road, 
which is an apartment and the eight garages. The DOT 
has already came to me, they're going to take all my 
property, take the houses down, they are actually going 
to take ten foot and possibly give it back to me. I'm 
losing everything on that side of the road so I'm 
losing everything, so, I mean, it's a point where the 
DOT isn't going to change their mind for what we do as 
a project whatsoever. If they feel that it's in the 
best interest of the state, they're going to do 
whatever is necessary to make it for 9W. But right 
now, it's going, you know, the plans are they are not 
taking a lot of property, only ten foot, but it's 
mostly on my property. 

MR. HUGH GAVIN: Hugh Gavin. One thing would concern 
me would be the DOT, too, is I realize when I attended 
the meetings in Cornwall, they were taking that 
property and can't picture it coming down and doing 
this now, taking more than over an even keel because 
one of the other plans was to cut out some of that hill 
because they have already been over on Canterbury Lane 
and staked out, we were told they are going to lower 
the hill and take the big lump, so they are going to 
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reconfigure the whole hill, if this property is being 
extended with the fence further than it can, I would 
suspect that they are going to have to take some of 
this. Then the question would come down to will they 
take a business or will they take a house and I suspect 
they'll take a house on the west side rather than a 
business. 

MR. NUGENT: We have absolutely no bearing over that. 

MR. GAVIN: My concern, I realize this property is now 
zoned different than it used to be last year, two 
pieces of property over there were to be rezoned as 
residential commercial, whatever it's called, it was 
residential, and Scenic Hudson objected to one of the 
parcels being rezoned and they allowed this one to be 
rezoned. Again, one of the concerns is pollution. 
My concern also would be the repair business, we're 
hearing tonight as someone said repair business is like 
a garage, we're asking for changes in all kinds of 
things, nothing is going along with the way to fit in 
there and my concern is we have just changed from 
residential, our neighborhood, into residential 
commercial, now we're being asked to allow something 
bigger than what's supposed to be in there. So the 
whole neighborhood is being changed and has a lot of 
affect of a fence too close to the road, too close to 
9W. Oil water we're concerned about, repair business 
which is not allowed there from what you had read 
without another permit and so forth which isn't in the 
letter and there's so many exceptions to this, I think 
it should go back to fitting within the zoning so that 
this sudden change does not appear. 

MR. NUGENT: This particular use is allowed in the 
zoning. 

MR. GAVIN: Yes, it is, I realize that, but from my 
understanding, you just said the three repair garages 
are not without special permit and he's here for a 
zoning, for variances for all kinds of extending, 
extending the project as opposed to keeping it. 

MR. NUGENT: He's not extending the projects, those 
permits do not allow him to extend it, what they are 
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doing is allowing him to put a piece of the building 
closer to the property line than the law says it can 
be. It's still not going beyond his scope of his 
property. 

MR. GAVIN: No, but if you didn't allow him to put the 
building that close, then the scope of the property 
would be smaller. 

MR. TORLEY: That would not as a plan show where the 
garages are. Our Town Code simply says if you want to 
put up a service garage, even if you meet all the 
setback requirements, you must go through the planning 
board for their approval as well. 

MR. GAVIN: A garage is permitted over there? 

MR. DRABICK: It is permitted by special permit. 

MR. TORLEY: If the planning board grants that, not us. 

MS. SUSAN ZAPPOLO: Susan Zappolo, I live on Forge Hill 
Road, as far as neighborhood commercial NC, that's what 
that stands for, correct? 

MR. NUGENT: That's right. 

MS. ZAPPOLO: This is what this would be neighborhood 
commercial, right? 

MR. NUGENT: Right. 

MS. ZAPPOLO: We're going back to the service garages 
that's permitted under neighborhood commercial, I w a s — 

MR. NUGENT: Yes, under special permit. 

MS. ZAPPOLO: Special permit is not offered here, it's 
offered at the planning board? 

MR. NUGENT: Planning level. 

MS. ZAPPOLO: So we're here, this gentleman is here 
representing other people to get a permit to get, to be 
able to go back to the planning board to get the 
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special permit to do the other things? 

MR. NUGENT: That's correct. 

MS. ZAPPOLO: This is the preliminary, okay, for all 
the other things that are going to happen? 

MR. TORLEY: Some of them. 

MS. ZAPPOLO: So, if you gentlemen decide that they 
cannot do this, then can they go back to the planning 
board, start all over or is it just--

MR. NUGENT: They can. 

MS. ZAPPOLO: Okay, I think what we're concerned about 
or what I am concerned about, okay, is residential 
neighborhood commercial which I always thought 
neighborhood commercial was a doctor's office or a 
dentist office or a church or whatever, in a 
residential area. I can't see in a residential area 
having a garage or a service station or whatever you 
want to call it where there are people living around 
there, I mean, it's fine if it's commercial, but if 
it's neighborhood commercial, I don't think that that 
should be allowed. 

MR. BABCOCK: Mr. Chairman, just one thing that the 
people may need to understand is that at the special 
permit for planning board, they must have a public 
hearing also so everybody that's here tonight will be 
invited back at that public hearing for the planning 
board. 

MR. NUGENT: Ma'am, I would like to read you what can 
be allowed on that piece of property. Buildings, 
structures in the Town of New Windsor to include 
recreation facilities, places of worship, retail stores 
and banks, personal service establishments, eating and 
drinking places, including catering establishments, 
professional businesses, executive and administrative, 
medical and veterinarian, and service establishments 
furnishing consumer services, that's what can be 
allowed. 
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MR. BABCOCK: Plus there's a B column. 

MR. NUGENT: Which is by special permit, is home 
professional office, living quarters for not more than 
one family located within a commercial building, dry 
cleaning establishment, laundromats, trailers for 
businesses, office and commercial purposes not 
exceeding a six month duration, private schools, 
gasoline stations, railroad, public utility, radio 
television and cellular transmission antennas and 
right-of-ways can be allowed on that property in a NC 
zone. 

MS. ZAPPOLO: By special permit. 

MR. NUGENT: But the first part I read you is granted 
by use. 

MR. TORLEY: Mr. Chairman, mini warehouses are 
specifically approved by right of use there too. 

MR. NUGENT: Anyone else like to speak? 

MR. KINTZ: This question is about traffic, you 
mentioned something about Shore Road being the S curve 
being eliminated by Sloop Hill being moved in some way, 
would this mean that, for example, Ceely's would be 
removed or at least isolated or I didn't catch that 
answer? 

MR. DRABICK: There has been talk in the past and we're 
entertaining reopening the idea of running Sloop Hill 
to the end as we're showing on this project and having 
it turn south through the southerly side of the Nannini 
and Callahan piece and having it come out on Shore Road 
down on the, would be the south side of the barn that 
sits down there. This was looked at a number of years 
ago, was never really pursued, wasn't any reason really 
to pursue it then because what was located in this area 
now was located back then the same and the character of 
the neighborhood really hasn't changed any over that 
time. If, in fact, it were to come about and happen, 
that S turn that comes around Ceely's right now would 
be eliminated and in all practicality, a portion of the 
property would probably go back to Ceely's, it would 
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become part of the residential lot. 

MR. GAVIN: Is that part of the plan and who's paying 
for it? 

MR. DRABICK: It's not part of this plan. 

MR. NUGENT: But the water line extension is. 

MR. DRABICK: Yes, that is and that's a first step in 
pursuing possibly rerouting that road and making it a 
better travel way all around, these things have to 
happen in stages and there has to be enough reason to 
warrant that type of change in the road. 

MR. KINTZ: And you feel that this would be a 
sufficient reason? 

MR. DRABICK: Certainly. 

MR. KINTZ: So, if this is approved, basically, it will 
take the Ceely's, it will take their main business and 
put it on a cul-de-sac or a dead-end? 

MR. DRABICK: Ceely's will still have, they still, 
currently they are, the property that they own, they do 
still own like a small piece that actually sits on the 
other side of that S turn, they do actually have some 
frontage along Sloop Hill. 

MR. KINTZ: As a business, they'd be taken off the road 
that they are on now, their road would become back, 
back water, you would--

MR. DRABICK: They'd be taken off Shore Road, but 
they'd still have their business on Sloop Hill Road. 

MR. NUGENT: We're getting way out of line here. 

MR. KINTZ: Well, I think that we have to. 

MR. NUGENT: Has no bearing on these variances what 
Ceely's does or doesn't do, has no bearing on these 
variances. 
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MR. KINTZ: I think it has a bearing on our concerns. 

MR. TORLEY: None of your questions, they, are really 
more appropriate for the planning board sessions, as 
Mr. Babcock mentioned, there will be a public hearing 
for that, for your questions regarding the garage are 
more appropriately centered. 

MR. PARKER ORMEROD: Parker Ormerod. I'm a Forge Hill 
resident. My question, Mr. Drabick, is I understand 
that a certain number of storage units have to be on 
this property to make it commercially viable, and 
you're requesting setbacks in order to acquire the 
ability to put more units on here, my question is this, 
are these, is this really the variances really being 
sought for the addition of the units or is it being 
sought for the purposes of the service garage, if the 
service garage was omitted from these plans, and it was 
just the permitted usage, would that not then give you 
the same number of units that you have currently on the 
plan without the need for the variances? 

MR. DRABICK: It's true, if we were to eliminate 
garages, we could supplement storage units there. 
However, we'd have to look at possibly redesigning the 
whole site. Basically, the way this is set up right 
now is the garage units and the office and the proposed 
apartment above that office sits outside of the fenced 
area outside of what would be the secured area and they 
have their own parking lot to service that particular 
area. The remaining units are designed to be enclosed 
all within that particular fenced area. And this 
design works well, it works well not only in the layout 
of the buildings, but it also works well in how the 
topography of this particular site sits because the 
site that we have the garage and the house sitting on 
is elevated above the remaining part of the site. And 
the variance that we're asking tonight we're asking 
because we felt that in a sense they are not 
substantial variances, the granting of these variances 
will, too, the granting of the variances, the variances 
dealing with the setbacks to the units will in fact 
allow us to put a, in the neighborhood of seven 
additional units, that's all we're looking to add with 
the request of these variances. Of course, the request 
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for the fence variance is a little more substantial 
because obviously, we feel four foot high fence is not 
adequate for security and storage unit facility, so 
that variance is a little more important. But the 
setback variances are just to allow us to get these 
additional seven units and we feel that not only are 
they not substantial, but we also have to deal with the 
existing right-of-way and that's what's prompting the 
request for these variances because we're not allowed 
to use the area that falls in that right-of-way for any 
kind of permanent structures. 

MR. NUGENT: No further question? 

MS. ANNE KANE: Anne Kane, Canterbury Lane. He 
mentioned something about there's not going to be any 
traffic in a storage facilities. Well, you're not 
mentioning anything about the service traffic you're 
going to get for the service area, is there going to be 
trucks, what size trucks are going to be coming in 
there to be serviced? 

MR. LAPOLIS: Auto, if anything. 

MS. KANE: Also mentioned new and used cars that you 
are selling, is that going to be part of it too? 

MR. LAPOLIS: It's not necessarily part of it. 

MR. TORLEY: Again, ma'am, that's really, ma'am, that 
again is something for the planning board, that's 
addressed at the planning board. 

MS. KANE: You're going to approve all this and they 
are going to get to the planning board and it's going 
to get pushed through like everything else in the Town. 

MR. TORLEY: If these variances are in effect, what 
he's proposing is the garage structures meets all the 
zoning code setbacks for a building, what he wants to 
put in them, so he would not have to be here for just 
those buildings, what he wants to put in the buildings 
requires planning board approval. So that's really, so 
your question regarding the garage and used cars are 
really for the planning board, not for us, we have no 
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jurisdiction over that. 

MS. KANE: You're saying there's not going to be any 
traffic because of the mini thing, I'm saying is there 
going to be traffic because of these trucks coming in 
to be serviced every day? 

MR. NUGENT: We don't know that answer. 

MR. ORMEROD: One last thing, how many units are on the 
site at this point? 

MR. TORLEY: They are different sizes s o — 

MR. DRABICK: They are different sizes, we've got them 
enumerated per row, just roughly here we're looking at 
about 180. 

MR. ORMEROD: Can you not fit as many units as you now 
show on your plan excluding this service facility that 
you do not even as yet have a facility for or have a 
permit for without asking this board for the variances 
on the site area that you would have available? 

MR. DRABICK: We could, but the fact of the matter is 
that we're looking to put a building there with the 
services units in them, that's the reason we're here, 
that's the reason we're asking for the variance. 

MR. BABCOCK: See this Central Hudson right-of-way, if 
that wasn't there--

MR. GAVIN: I think what we're really saying we'd like 
zoning was just changed, we'd like it to stay within 
the zoning. And what I hear there's an awful lot of 
uncertainty, that's what worries us, too. 

MR. NUGENT: What you're doing is you're addressing the 
wrong people. We're here to give them three variances, 
a 14 foot on one side, an eight foot six on the other 
side and 500 feet of 6 foot fence, that's it. 

MR. GAVIN: But if you didn't grant that then some of 
this other stuff would not be possible. 
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MR. NUGENT: They can rearrange it and do it again. 

MR. GAVIN: It stays within the zoning. 

MR. NUGENT: It is in the lot, it's still in the lot. 

MR. GAVIN: Not without the variance. 

MR. NUGENT: Okay, is there any further questions? I 
would like to move it back to the board, if there's 
none. Get this thing moving. 

MR. TORLEY: Sir, two questions, you mentioned that if 
the one adjoining the Central Hudson Gas and Electric 
Corporation that setback, that spacing, the fire 
department's happy with that space? 

MR. BABCOCK: Yeah, I have the approval in my. 

MR. TORLEY: Now, another concern is the one at the 
base of Sloop Hill Road that if you remained at the 
proper setback there you can also move the fence back, 
less visual impact on that, so I'd like you to speak to 
that and secondly, since you say you can put no 
permanent structure over the right-of-way, how are you 
putting the fence? 

MR. BABCOCK: The fence is acceptable. 

MR. DRABICK: The fence is acceptable and plus we show 
proposed gates at those locations which Central Hudson 
will have access to. 

MR. TORLEY: Finally, this is for my, to quiet my 
nerves a little bit, I'm sure it's going to be brought 
up at the planning board, construction on or above the 
underground pipe lines? 

MR. BABCOCK: That's something that Central Hudson is 
going to get a copy of and they are already involved in 
that. 

MR. DRABICK: We have been in contact with Central 
Hudson before we started the project to see what we'd 
be allowed to do over that particular gas line and they 
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have no problems with this plan. 

MR. NUGENT: I heard you say before something about 
gained seven units because of the variances. 

MR. DRABICK: We would gain about seven units for the 
variances, that's correct, because the greatest, the 
rear seat back variance we would end up losing one unit 
there, however, the units that we're looking to put 
between the right-of-way and Sloop Hill Road, we would 
have to eliminate the end until we reached a point 
where we're 40 feet to the road line. We could still 
get some units in along that side of the right-of-way 
but the variance would allow to us get six more. 

MR. NUGENT: One over here by the Central Hudson 
substation? 

MR. DRABICK: Right. 

MR. NUGENT: And approximately six on the front here? 

MR. DRABICK: That's correct. 

MR. REIS: If the board requested you to make those 
adjustments, Steve, economically, would it make sense 
for your client to proceed with this to stay within 
this? 

MR. DRABICK: We would have to sit down and look at 
reconfiguring and what we, you know, the number that we 
could get, but I don't know if I can give you a 
definite answer at this point, we'd have to sit down 
and look at what our alternative was and redesigning 
it. Our biggest concern here of course is dealing with 
enough adequate space between the buildings, as well as 
adequate parking to serve this facility which we have 
incorporated here to accommodate the number of units 
that we'd like to see. 

MR. BABCOCK: Steve, have you broke out how much square 
footage of this property is covered by the easement, do 
you have any estimate? 

MR. DRABICK: Roughly the easement covers a little less 
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than a quarter of the area of the property less than 25 
percent of that lot. 

MR. BABCOCK: Do you see that easement, that easement 
is 50 foot wide, runs from building to building, is 
where the problem he's having. 

MR. TORLEY: Do excluding that, the lot area still 
would meet the requirements? 

MR. BABCOCK: He's well over the lot area, I think that 
the easement is probably close enough to be the lot 
area that's how much he's losing. 

MR. DRABICK: Right, without that, obviously, without 
the easement there, we certainly would be able to stick 
a fair amount of additional units, storage units on the 
site and still meet everything that we would be 
required to do by zoning, I mean, without asking for 
variances. 

MR. NUGENT: Was there any further questions by the 
board? 

MR. TORLEY: I move we close the public hearing. 

MR. MC DONALD: Second it. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. REIS AYE 
MR. MCDONALD AYE 
MR. TORLEY AYE 
MR. NUGENT AYE 

MR. TORLEY: Mr. Chairman, I'd like to address each of 
the variances separately. 

MR. NUGENT: Fine. 

MR. TORLEY: I have a problem with one and not the 
other so — 

MR. NUGENT: Fine, we can take them one at a time. 
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MR. TORLEY: Entertain a motion on this matter? 

MR. NUGENT: Yes, I will. 

MR. TORLEY: I move first I move that the Sloop Hill 
Road be granted a variance for the 14.7 foot front yard 
setback, that's the one on Sloop Hill Road. 

MR. MCDONALD: Second it. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. REIS AYE 
MR. MCDONALD AYE 
MR. TORLEY NO 
MR. NUGENT AYE 

MR. TORLEY: Secondly, Mr. Chairman, I would move that 
the Sloop Hill Road Associates be granted 8.6 foot rear 
yard variance. 

MR. REIS: Second it. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. REIS NO 
MR. MCDONALD AYE 
MR. TORLEY NO 
MR. NUGENT NO 

MS. BARNHART: That motion is denied. 

MR. TORLEY: Third motion for the 500 foot of 6 foot 
fencing in the, what are deemed front yards and before 
as I make that motion, I have a question for our 
attorney, we would be beyond our jurisdiction to put 
any stipulations about what kind of fencing? That's 
the planning board? 

MR. REIS: They are going to require landscaping, 
lighting. 

MR. KRIEGER: They are going to require landscaping and 
lighting, but in terms of reasonable conditions, 
limiting the kinds of fence, no, you wouldn't 
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necessarily be under your jurisdiction. 

MR. TORLEY: I move that such variance be granted 
providing that the fencing along Sloop Hill Road not be 
a chain link variety. 

MR. MCDONALD: Second it. 

MR. DRABICK: That's only along Sloop Hill Road side? 

MR. TORLEY: Yes. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. REIS 
MR. MCDONALD 
MR. TORLEY 
MR. NUGENT 

AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
AYE 
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McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 

RICHARD D. McGOEY, RE. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, RE. 
MARK J. EDSALL, RE. 
JAMES M. FARR, RE. 
Licensed in NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY 
and PENNSYLVANIA TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

PLANNING BOARD 
REVIEW COMMENTS 

D Main Office 
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W) 
New Windsor, New York 12553 
(914)562-8640 
e-mail: mheny@att.net 

D Regional Office 
507 Broad Street 
Milford, Pennsylvania 18337 
(570) 296-2765 
e-mail: mhepa@ptd.net 

REVIEW NAME: 

PROJECT LOCATION: 

PROJECT NUMBER: 
DATE: 
DESCRIPTION: 

SLOOP HILL ASSOC. SITE PLAN 
(MINI-STORAGE FACILITY) 
ROUTE 9W AND SLOOP HILL ROAD 
SECTION 37-BLOCK 1-LOT 13 
99-25 
22 SEPTEMBER 1999 
THE APPLICATION PROPOSES THE CONSTRUCTION OF 
MINI-STORAGE UNITS AND THREE (3) SERVICE GARAGES. 
THE PLAN WAS REVIEWED ON A CONCEPT BASIS ONLY. 

The property is located within the NC Zoning District of the Town. The mini-warehouse 
(storage unit) use is Use A-10 for the zone, and the service repair garage is Special Permit 
Use B-7. The "required" bulk information on the plan is correct for the warehouse use; 
however, the bulk information for the Special Permit Use should be added. It should be 
noted that the B-7 bulk requirements are equal to or less than the A-10 bulk requirements, 
with the exception of lot area. As such, I do not believe that any additional variances are 
required other than those noted. This should be verified by the Applicant's surveyor. 

Based on the bulk information submitted, it would appear that at least two (2) area type 
variances are required for the application. These include front yard setback and rear yard 
setback variances. 

I performed a concept review of the site plan as submitted. The parking calculation is in 
error since the new bulk tables require ten (10) spaces assigned to the mini-warehouse use. 
A revised total of twenty eight (28) spaces are required, with only nineteen (19) spaces 
provided. The Applicant would require a variance for this insufficient parking. 

In addition, the plan depicts 6' high security fence at the perimeter of the site. Section 48-
14(C)(1) prohibits fences greater than 4' between the principal building and the street or 
streets on which the building fronts. This would appear to create the need for a variance to 
that section for the fence along Sloop Hill Road and Route 9W. 

mailto:mheny@att.net
mailto:mhepa@ptd.net


TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
PLANNING BOARD 

REVIEW COMMENTS 
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REVIEW NAME: 

PROJECT LOCATION: 

PROJECT NUMBER: 
DATE: 

SLOOP HILL ASSOC. SITE PLAN 
(MINI-STORAGE FACILITY) 
ROUTE 9W AND SLOOP HILL ROAD 
SECTION 37-BLOCK 1-LOT 13 
99-25 
22 SEPTEMBER 1999 

J . Other than the zoning compliance review, I have not performed a detailed review of the site 
plan as submitted. Should the Applicant obtain all the necessary variances for the site, I 
will continue a detailed review, upon their return to the Planning Board. 

'7 

fark J; 
Planning Board Engineer 

MJEmk 

A:SLOOP.mk 



December^R , 1999 

PRELIMINARY MEETING: 

FARKAS/SLOOP HILL ASSOCIATES 

MR. NUGENT: Referred by the Planning Board for 14.7 
ft. front yard and 8.6 ft. rear yard variance to allow 
construction of mini-storage and 3 service garages for 
auto repair located off Rt. 9W/Sloop Hill Road in an NC 
zone. 

Mr. Steven Drabick appeared before the board for this 
proposal. 

MR. DRABICK: For the record, my name is Steven 
Drabick, I'm a licensed surveyor representing Sloop 
Hill Associates for this application. Basically, we're 
here from a referral from the planning board. It's a 
proposed mini storage mini warehouse, I guess the 
zoning calls it now, on this particular site, and in 
laying out the particular units, as well as a building 
that sits in the front which will house an office area, 
three service garages. And based on recent survey, an 
apartment over the office area, we found that we needed 
two variances mentioned, front yard variance and rear 
yard variance and in addition to that, we have a 
proposed 6 foot security fence which will run along a 
portion of the front of the property as it faces Sloop 
Hill Road and we'll also need a 6 foot security fence 
that runs along the boundary of Route 9W when you we 
look at the rear of this particular site, but it also 
would qualify as a front yard. And under the Section 
4814 of the code, we're only allowed to have a four 
foot high fence. 

MR. KANE: So, we need to add the 6 foot fence to it. 

MR. TORLEY: Do you have two front yards? 

MR. DRABICK: Yes, that's correct, it's considered two 
front yards, one along Sloop Hill and the other along 
Route 9W. 

MR. TORLEY: 
request? 

Why are we getting rear yard variance 
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MR. DRABICK: The rear yard we're asking for. 

MR. TORLEY: Which is the rear? 

MR. DRABICK: Actually, it's a front yard and we do 
have listed as a rear yard which is what we're calling 
actually what we're calling the rear yard is the little 
section of boundary along the Central Hudson Gas.an 
Electric regulator station, we have a unit that comes 
up to within 6.4 feet of that particular line, that's 
this one right here, so that is actually what we're 
calling in this case the rear line is the one little 
section here and the other front yard variance is again 
to the units in the most easterly corner of the 
property along Sloop Hill Road where we're showing a 
setback of 25.3 feet. And with regard to requesting 
these particular variances for setbacks of units, we 
feel we're justified in the fact on this particular 
site, we do have a 50 foot Central Hudson right-of-way 
easement that runs through the middle of the site which 
we're not allowed to construct any particular units on, 
we can't put any permanent structures in that 
right-of-way so we're utilizing what's available and 
remainder of the site to get a specific number of units 
on the site. 

MR. KANE: May we take a look at the plan, please? 

MR. DRABICK: Yes. 

MR. KANE: Thanks. 

MR. NUGENT: Mike, you want to add the third variance 
on here? 

MR. BABCOCK: Yes, Steve, do you know how many feet of 
fence that is about, the length? 

MR. DRABICK: I'm going to say about 500. 

MR. NUGENT: Mr. Drabick, if you're going for any kind 
of a sign larger than what's allowed--

MR. DRABICK: I believe as far as signage goes we're 
not going to go with anything larger than what's 
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allowed. 

MR. NUGENT: Okay. 

MR. TORLEY: So you have a variance request for both 
fences in both your front yards? 

MR. DRABICK: Yes, that's correct. 

MR. TORLEY: The denial only shows, you're writing in 
the extra two fences, Mike? 

MR. BABCOCK: Yes. 

MR. TORLEY: You want to put an eight foot fence on it 
next to Route 9W. 

MR. DRABICK: Eight foot fence that would run along the 
back line here, that's correct, actually, the total 
enclosure fence we want to keep a uniform height of 8 
feet. 

MR. TORLEY: But you're showing 6 foot. 

MR. DRABICK: I'm sorry, 6 foot, yes. 

MR. NUGENT: Any further questions? I'll accept a 
motion. 

MR. TORLEY: I move we set up Sloop Hill Associates for 
their public hearing on the requested variances for 
front yard, rear yard and fence height. 

MR. KANE: Second it. 

ROLL CALL 

MR. MC DONALD AYE 
MR. REIS AYE 
MR. KANE AYE 
MR. TORLEY AYE 
MR. NUGENT AYE 

MS. BARNHART: Here's your paperwork, Steve. 
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MR. TORLEY: When you come back, would you, for my 
benefit, I hope, would you be prepared to say why you 
can't just live without one unit that way you don't 
need this variance? 

MR. DRABICK: Additional variance, yes. 

MR. TORLEY: Okay. 

MR. DRABICK: Thank you. 
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INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

TO: New Windsor Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: July 11, 2000 

SUBJECT: Sloop Hill Associates, LLC 

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-99-25 
Dated: 28 June 2000 

Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-00-026 

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted on 10 July 2000. 

This site plan is acceptable. 

Plans Dated: 22 May 2000 Revision 3 

V.J,, I A^f^ 

Robert "F.-Hodgers 
Fire Inspector 

RFR/dh 
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555 UNION AVENUE 
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD REVIEW FORM 

TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY 

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: 

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR THE PLANNING BOARD 

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: 

DATE PLAN RECEIVED: 

£% f^f 

R E C E I V E D 

8 ti..,w!L.ii v CLJ. 

JUl 0 i, v()(l!i 

N.W. HIGHWAY DEPT. 

JUN 2 8 2000 

The naps and plans fcr the Site Apprcval_ 

Subdivision as submitted zv 

_ior tne suncmg cr surcivisicn c: 
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reviewed DV me ana is aDDrove* 

disapproved 

ir disapproved, piease list reason oyu\< 

/0 LvUh 

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT DATE 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT DATE 
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555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD REVIEW FORM 

1763 

TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY 

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: 

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR THE PLANNING BOARD 

DATE PLAN RECEIVED: R E C E I V E D 

MAY - 4 2000 

The maps and plans for the Site Approval 

Subdivision as submitted by 

for the building or subdivision of 

C^Acso Q W v v \ Q s ^ o C ^ <LC_ <v has been 

reviewed by me and is approved * 

d i s-appr-osz^d . 

?ved,—please l i a t roaston 

U âVo' ^ auc'AcAU (-,/ -\QL s f̂ l 

HIGHWAY SUPERINTENDENT DATE 
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NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD REVIEW FORM 

1763 

TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY 

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: 

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR THE PLANNING BOARD 

9 0 OK 
*-^ **«J %J 

RECEIVED 
DATE PLAN RECEIVED: ^ ^ 

MAY - 4 2000 

The maps and plans for the Site Approval 

Subdivision as submitted by 

for the building or subdivision of 

has been 

reviewed by me and is approved_ 

disapproved 

If disapproved, please list reason 

c^^6< 3"- /O - Cf& 

HIGHWAY ̂ SUPERINTENDENT DATE 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT DATE 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT DATE 



INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: May 10, 2000 

SUBJECT: Sloop Hill Associates, LLC 

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-99-25 
Dated: 4 May 2000 

Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-00-018 

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted on 9 May 2000. 

This site plan is acceptable. 

Plans Dated: 7 March 2000 Revision 2 

RFR/dh 
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Ww 
555 UNION AVENUE 

EW -WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 

NSW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD REVIEW FORM 

TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D . O . T . , WATER, SEWER, HIGHWA" 

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO: 

MYRA MASON, SECRETARY FOR THE PLANNING BOARD 

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: aj f%J fa* 

DATE PLAN RECEIVED: RECEIVED SEP 2 0 1999 

The maps ar.d plans fcr the Si~e A??rcv=l_ 

Suzdivisicr. 

r?\Lo(? \^»u Gssoc- LU^ 
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-*».. w <j „ ' _ " 
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INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: September 21,1999 

SUBJECT: Sloop Hill Associates, Inc. 

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-99-25 
Dated: 20 September 1999 

Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-99-038 

A review of the above referenced site plan was conducted on 21 September 1999. 

This site plan is acceptable. 

Plans Dated: 16 July 1999. 

x 
RobefyF/Rodgers 
Fire Inspector 

RFR/dh 
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%OWN OF NEW #NDSOR 
555 UNION AVENUE 

NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553 
Telephone: (914) 563-4615 

Fax: (914) 563-4693 

PLANNING BOARD APPLICATION 

TYPE OF APPLICATION (check appropriate item): 
Subdivision Lot Line Change_ Site Plan x Special Permit_ 

Tax Map Designation: Sec. 37 Block l Lot 13 

1. Name of Project S ITE PLAN - PROPOSED MINI-STORAGE FACILITY & 3 SERVICE GARAGES 
ON LANDS OF SLOOP HILL ASSOCIATES , LLC 

2. Owner of Record ROBERT FARKAS Phone 534-8573 

Address: 16 LAUREL AVENUE. CORNWALL NY i ? s i a 
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) (Zip) 

3. Name of Applicant STEVEN P . DRABICK Phone 534-2208 

Address: P O BOX 539, CORNWALL, NY 12518 

(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) (Zip) 

4. Person Preparing Plan STEVEN P HPARTPK, P T. g Phone 534-22Q8 

Address: P O BOX 539, CORNWALL, NY 12518 

(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) (Zip) 

5. Attorney Phone 

Address 
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) (Zip) 

6. Person to be notified to appear at Planning Board meeting: 
STEVEN P. DRABICK 534-2208 

(Name) (Phone) 
7. Project Location: 

On the SE & NW side of ROUTE 9W/SLOOP HILL ROAD ~ feet 
(Direction) (Street) (No.) 

- of ' • . 
(Direction) (Street) 

8. Project Data: Acreage 2 • 4 2 0 8 Zone j ^ School Dist. CORNWALL 

PAGE 1 OF 2 

(PLEASE DO NOT COPY 1 & 2 AS ONE PAGE TWO-SIDED) 

R£CEI VKi) S£i'-' 2 0 1399 f \ Ch ^ P?f 
^i i / f i ^*>-\l cs.rs3 "" .' ' ^\S 



9. Is this property within an Agricultural District containing a farm operation or within 500 feet 
of a farm operation located in an Agricultural District? Yes No x 

• *This information can be verified in the Assessor's Office. 
*If you answer "yes" to question 9, please complete the attached "Agricultural Data 
Statement". 

10." Description of Project: (Use, Size, Number of Lots, etc.) SITE PLAN 

11. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals Granted any Variances for this property? yes no x 

12. Has a Special Permit previously been granted for this property? yes no x 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT: 

IF THIS ACKNOWLEDGMENT IS COMPLETED BY ANYONE OTHER THAN THE 
PROPERTY OWNER, A SEPARATE NOTARIZED STATEMENT OR PROXY 
STATEMENT FROM THE OWNER MUST BE SUBMITTED, AT THE TIME OF 
APPLICATION, AUTHORIZING THIS APPLICATION. 

STATE OF NEW YORK) 
SS.: 

COUNTY OF ORANGE) 

THE UNDERSIGNED APPLICANT, BEING DULY SWORN, DEPOSES AND 
STATES THAT THE INFORMATION, STATEMENTS AND REPRESENTATIONS 
CONTAINED IN THIS APPLICATION AND SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND 
DRAWINGS ARE TRUE AND ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF HIS/HER KNOWLEDGE 
AND/OR BELIEF. THE APPLICANT FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGES RESPONSIBILITY 
TO THE TOWN FOR ALL FEES AND COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE REVIEW OF 
THIS APPLICATION. 

SWORN BEFORE ME THIS: 

2 O^ DAY OP^JilrsjL/^ 19°? 1 

~ J&T ™ ' Mt-miA Public, State of 

NOTARY PUBLIC 0 No. 4956044 

APPLICANT'S SIGNATURE 

Jtow-jottt STEVEN P . DRABICK 

NOTARY PUBLIC " "' U " "NO.' 4956044 Please Print Applicant's Name as Signed 
.-M.V;on yixpfas »-\pr. 30^ pyv 

TOWN USE ONLY: 

RECEIVED SEP 2 0 1999 9 9 ^ ^ ^ 
!&»* 

DATE APPLICATION RECEIVED APPLICATION NUMBER 

PAGE 2 OF 2 



AHMICANT/OWNER PROXY STAmklENT 
(for professional representation) 

for submittal to the: 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

O c 
* W % 

SKS^ 

ROBERT F. FARKAS 

(OWNER) 

at 16 IAUREL AVENUE, CORNWALL 

_, deposes and says that he resides 

in the County of ORANGE 

(OWNER'S ADDRESS) 

and State of NEW YORK and that he is the owner of property tax map 

(Sec. Block Lot _) 
designation numberCSec. 37 Block l Lot 13 ) which is the premises described in 

the foregoing application and that he authorizes: 

(Applicant Name & Address, if different from owner) 

STEVEN P. DRABICK, P.L.S. P 0 BOX 539, CORNWALL, NY 12518 

( Name & Address of Professional Representative of Owner and/or Applicant) 

to make the foregoing application as described therein. 

Date: ?-7- ?? 

/ 7 
«-i> '-C< 

<f^lf 

itness' Signature 
IL 

Representative's Signature 

THIS FORM CANNOT BE WITNESSED BY THE PERSON OR 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE COMPANY WHO IS BEING AUTHORIZED 
TO REPRESENT THE APPLICANT AND/OR OWNER AT THE MEETINGS 



PROJECT I.D. NUMBER 

14-16-4 (2/87)-Text 12 _ _ 

617.2A SEQR 
Appendix C 

State Environmental Quality Review 

SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM 
For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only 

PART I—PROJECT INFORMATION (To be completed by Applicant or Project sponsor) 

1. APPLICANT/SPONSOR 

STEVEN P . DRABICK 
2. PROJECT NAME S I T E P L A N - PROPOSED MINI-

STORAGE/3 GARAGES LANDS OF SLOOP HILL ASSOC. 
3. PROJECT LOCATION: 

Municipality NEW WINDSOR County ORANGE 
4. PRECISE LOCATION (Street address and road Intersections, prominent landmarks, etc., or provide map) 

INTERSECTION OF ROUTE 9W & SLOOP HILL ROAD 
TAX MAP DESIGNATION 37-1 -13 

5. IS PROPOSED ACTION: 

H New LJ Expansion U Modification/alteration 

6. DESCRIBE PROJECT BRIEFLY: 

SITE PLAN CONCEPT FOR MINI-STORAGE FACILITY & 3 SERVICE GARAGES 

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTED: 

Initially 2 . 4 2 0 8 acres Ultimately 2 . 4 2 0 8 

8. WILL PROPOSED ACTION COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING OR OTHER EXISTING LAND USE RESTRICTIONS? 

D Yes IE] No If No, describe briefly 

INSUFFICIENT FRONT YARD & REAR YARD SETBACKS FOR STORAGE UNIT 

9. WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY OF PROJECT? 

D Residential D Industrial Commercial O Agriculture O Park/Forest/Open space [E-TTJther 
Describe: 

NC - NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL 

10. DOES ACTION INVOLVE A PERMIT APPROVAL, OR FUNDING, NOW OR ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY (FEDERAL, 
STATE OR LOCAL)? 

LJ Yes 0 No If yes, list agency(s) and permit/approvals 

11. DOES ANY ASPECT OF THE ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VALID PERMIT OR APPROVAL? 

D Yes 0 No If yes, list agency name and permit/approval 

12. AS A RESULT OF PROPOSED ACTION WILL EXISTING PERMIT/APPROVAL REQUIRE MODIFICATION? 

• Yes • No 

I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE 

Signature 

If the action is in the Coastal Area, and you are a state agency, complete the 
Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding with this assessment 

OVER 
1 
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TOWNOFNEWWINDSOR PLANNING BOARD *!-' * ; 

SITE PLAN CHECKLIST 

^M-og 

ITEM 

Site Plan Title 

Provide 4" wide X 2" high box directly above title block 
(preferably lower right corner) for use by Planning Board in 
affixing Stamp of Approval (ON ALL PAGES OF SP) 

Applicant's Name(s) 

/ Applicant's Address 

Site Plan Preparer's Name 

Site Plan Preparer's Address 

Drawing Date 

Revision Dates 

Area Map Inset and Site Designation 

Properties within 500' of site 

Property Owners (Item #10) 

Plot Plan 

Scale (1" = 50' or lesser) 

Metes and Bounds 

Zoning Designation 

North Arrow 

Abutting Property Owners 

Existing Building Locations 

Existing Paved Areas 

Existing Vegetation 

Existing Access & Egress 

PAGE 1 OF 3 



PROPOSED II l^frl I I II III 

22. 

23. 

24. 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29. 

30. 

31. 

32. 

33. 

34. 

35. 

36. 

37. 

38. 

39. 

40 

41. 

42. 

43. 

44. 

45. 

46. 

47. 

48. 

49. 

50 

51. 

52. 

53. 

JL 

/ 

/ 

y 
T-

JLandscaping 

Exterior Lighting 

Screening 

Access & Egress 

Parking Areas " •• 

Loading Areas 

Paving Details (Items 25 - 27) 

Curbing Locations 

Curbing through section 

Catch Basin Locations 

Catch Basin Through Section 

Storm Drainage 

Refuse Storage 

Other Outdoor Storage 

Water Supply 

Sanitary Disposal System 

Fire Hydrants 

Building Locations 

Building Setbacks 

Front Building Elevations 

Divisions of Occupancy 

Sign Details 

Bulk Table Inset 

Property Area (Nearest 100 sq. ft.) 

Building Coverage (sq. ft.) 

Building Coverage (% of total area) 

Pavement Coverage (sq. ft.) 

Pavement Coverage (% of total area) 

Open Space (sq. ft.) 

Open Space (% of total area) 

No. of parking spaces proposed 

No. of parking spaces required 

PAGE 2 OF 3 



REFERRING TO QUIJ^ON 9 ON THE APPLICATION F A I . "IS TfflS PROPERTY 
WITHIN AN AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT CONTAINING A F/^M OPERATION OR 
WITHIN 500 FEET OF A FARM OPERATION LOCATED IN AN AGRICULTURAL 
DISTRICT, PLEASE NOTE THE FOLLOWING: 

Referral to Orange County Planning Dept. is required for all 
applicants filing AD Statement. 

A disclosure Statement, in the form set below, must be inscribed 
on all subdivision maps prior to the affixing of a stamp of 
approval, whether or not the Planning Board specifically requires 
such a statement as a condition of approval. 

"Prior to the sale, lease, purchase, or exchange of property on this site which is wholly or 
partially within or immediately adjacent to or within 500 feet of a farm operation, the 
purchaser or leaser shall be notified of such farm operation with a copy of the following 
notification. 

It is the policy of this State and this community to conserve, protect and encourage the 
development and improvement of agricultural land for the production of food, and other 
products, and also for its natural and ecological value. This notice is to inform 
prospective residents that the property they are about to acquire lies partially or wholly 
within an agricultural district or within 500 feet of such a district and that farming 
activities occur within the district. Such farming activities may include, but not be 
limited to, activities that cause.noise, dust and odors. 

This list is provided as a guide only and is for the convenience of the Applicant. The Town of 
New Windsor Planning Board may require additional notes or revisions prior to granting 
approval. 

PREPARER S A CKNO WLEDGMENT: 

THE PLAT FOR THE PROPOSED SITE PLAN HAS BEEN PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH THIS CHECKLIST AND THE TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR ORDINANCES, TO THE 
BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE. 

Licensed Professional 

PAGE 3 OF 3 %»J$ 
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u. s. ROUTE 9W 

c ' } 

LEGEND 

PLANTING SCHEDULE 
KEY QTY. BOTANICAL 

NAME 
COMMON 

NAME 
S/ZE\ 

COND. 
REMARKS 

HEIGHT 

SPREAD 

^jfc, P/A/S 27 P/NUS EASTERN 5'HGT. EVER- 75' 
y n f STROBUS IVH/TE R/NE B&B GREEN 40 • 

O JUP U JUN/PERUS COMMON t'HGT. EVER- / ' 
W HORIZONTAUS JUMPER BAB GREEN 8' 

UTILITY POLE COP. or BLOC 
j.retrorpt 

UT7L'TY POLE COP. Or BLDG 

COR. oratoc. 
f.O'eiror£!£>L-

S56°47'2f"£ 
45.59' 

NORTH CORNWALL 
GAS REGULATOR STAT/ON 

NO TE: 
THE PROP. SECUR/TY FENCE ALONG TH/S 5/DE 
OF S/rE TO BE SLATTED CHA/N I/NAT FENCE TO 
PPOWDE SCPEEN/NC. 

UNAUTHORIZED ALTERATION OR ADDITION 
TO A PLAT BEARING A LICENSED LAND 
SURVEYOR S SEAL IS A VIOLATION OF 
SECTION 7209 SUB-DlViSlON 2 OF THE 
Nfc* YORK STATE EDUCATION LAW, 

COPIES OF THIS PLAT NOT HAVING THE SEAL 
OF THE LAND SURVEYOR SHALL NOT BE VALID. 

HELD SUPVEY UPDATE COMPLETED ON J/f0/98. 

HEREBY CERTIFY ONLY TO THE PARTIES 
LISTED HEREON THAT THIS MAP IS BASED 
ON AN ACTUAL FIELD SURVEY COMPLETED 
ON 4/11/26— AND HAS BEEN 
PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CODE 
OF PRACTICE ESTABLISHED BY THE 
N.Y.S. ASSOC. OF PROFESSIONAL LAND 
SURVEYORS, INC. 

I HIS CERTIFICATION DOES NOT RUN WITH 
UlL t TO THE LAND AND IS SUBJECT TO 
ANY STATE OF FACTS A TITLE SEARCH 
MAY REVEAL. 

* PO0EP/ /APAAS dt &AP8APA SAP* 

< TOWN Ofi NtW MNDSUP 

EXIST, rows* ro 
UNDERGROUND FALL -OUT 

/ * SHEL TEP 

JO FT. WOE R/GHT OF WAr C 
AS PER AOJO/N/NG DEED DESOR/PT/ON 

T. I- 37 

PROPOSED ?0' WIDE 
DRAINAGE EASEMENT 

PROPOSED EXTENSION OF" ^ 
JO rr. WIDE R.o.w. 

T O W N R N W A L L TOWN LINE 

VICINITY MAP 
SCALE: t"= 800'± 

NOTES: 
I J BEING A SITE PLAN OE A PORTION OE SECT/ON J7, BLOCK I, LOT IJ 

AS SHOWN ON THE TOWN OF NEW W/NDSOR TAX MAP. 
LOT 2 AS SHOWN ON A MAP ENTITLED " PLAT OF PROPOSED 
2 LOT SUBDIVISION OF LANDS OF ROBERT & BARBARA FARKAS ' 
FILED IN THE ORANGE COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ON APRIL JO, 
1999 AS MAP #97-99. 

2) OWNER/ APPLICANT: SLOOP HILL ASSOCIATES, LLC 
P.O. BOX 495 
CORNWALL, NY 12518 

3) PROPERTY ZONE; NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL {NCJ 

4J PROPERTY AREA: 2.4208 ACRES 

5) PROPOSED USE: PROPOSED MINI STORAGE FACILITY, eOFF/CES / v y / y 
APARTMENT OVER & J SERVICE GARAGES. 

6) WATER SUPPLY TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR MUN/CIPAL 

7) SANITARY SEWAGE DISPOSAL: PR/VATE INDIVIDUAL SEPT/C SYSTEMS 

8) INCLUDED AS PART OP THE GRANTED VARIANCES /S THE 
ST/PULAT/ON REOU/R/NG THAT PORT/ON OF THE SECURITY FENCE ALONG 
SLOOP HILL ROAD BE A DECORATIVE TYPE FENCING OTHER THAN CHAIN 
LINK FENCE 

9J ALL SIGNAGE FOR THE SITE SHALL COMPL Y WITH ZONING 
REOUIREMENTS IN FORCE AT THE TIME OF INSTALLATION PROPOSED 
SIGNAGE WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE BUILDING DEPARTMENT FOR 
APPROVAL PERMIT PR/OR TO INSTALLATION AT THE SITE 

9) SEE ADDITIONAL SHEETS FOR DETAILED SITE DEVELOPMENT. 

FOR use A> *m>w>mr &mm> 
APPROVAL GRANTED BYTOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

• 

DEADEND 

smew 

ZONING INFORMATION A/yry 
BULK REQUIREMENTS FOR ZONE JVC 

L/SE GROLfPJslo 
MINIMUM 
LOI APtA 
LOT WIDIH 

>NI rARU 

\ YARD-
IOIAL SIDE YAHO 
REAR YARD 

MAXIMUM 
BUILDING Ht/GHI 

x)R ARtA RATIO 

£ ' £ ( USE BY SPECIAL PERMIT J 

PEOU/PED PROVIDED VAP/ANCE GRANTED 
IO.OOO SO. FT./ 15.000 SO. FT. 77.844 SO FT. 

100'/ 125' MORE THAN 200' 
40/40' 25 J' * I*-?' 
15/ 15' ?C.7' 
JS/JO' SO. r 
15/15 16.4' 

7 A EKING 
USE 

SERWCE ffEPA/tf GAfiAGE: 
4 PER a*r (20* x 20*J 

/ PER JOO SQ.FT. 
OUFStOE Of 3Ar AP&k 

iHNfU m#£HCHJS£S 

BUSINESS Off7C£ 
! PfR f50 SO. FT. 

AfWtfMfA// 

SCHEDULE 
REQUIRED / OE SPACES 

12 SPACES 

2 SPACES 

10 SPACES 

9 SRACES 

2 SPAt 

* 

SITE PLAN 
/•Off 

PROPOSE!? MINI-STOBAGF FACILITY 
OFFICE AREA WITH APARTMENT OVER 

& 3 SERVICE GARAGES 
ON LANDS OF 

SLOOP BILL ASSOCIATES, LLC 
WHIN OE NEW WINDSON 

SCAM: 1" SO' 

STEVEN P. DRAB/CKP.L.S., PC 
PRorSSSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR 
HO BOX 539 
CORN WALL. N Y IZblB 

9I4)- 634 -**04 

ORANGE COUNTY, NEW YORK 
JULY 16, 1999 

?i 
* 

J5/2J' 
1/0.5 

TO MEEI SONt 
0.04 TOTAL REQUIRED: J5 SPACES 

PROVIDED: J5 SPACES 

STEVEN P . D R A B I C K . P L S NY L I C . 0 4 9 8 0 b 

* N O T E MHtAHCt uRAH/tU OH //IU/2000 i/r /Ht SOMH0 tiOARV Of- APPEALS. APPEAL /Vf 
MHiAACt oHAA UUM/Y FENCt AlOHC blOOR H/U HQAD 
4t ROvn y>f SHEET 1 OE 3 < 6 M ' v, I 16 

j? F VISIONS 
DATS 

fW/W 

a 5 

DSscmpnoN 
400 HtHKiHi,: **> 4U-* '4*t it "A#» 

*Mfi***+ toAtAMG. £*%•*• 

MS *f* * f c 

99-25 



MNBma IMXPWHI 

retV-n 

(2) • #4 N«bar each Mr 

.o 
zs 

• »l RfbwVound pvlmstv |l f 

(.".(.MO/IO Wirt I 

atM 

a i W J B C K 

4-71 

SIDE VIEW 
* - — B K K X B A S e 

WATER SERVICE CONNECTION DETAIL 
N.T.I, 

COWOffATION 9TOT CURB VAiVt CURD BOX 

MUUTR, H-13020 3M TO I ' MUUTR H-1 SO I - 2 3 W T O C MUU.W I I - I03 12 3/4 TO I • 

MULLCR II-1 5COO I I / 2 T 0 2 * MULLTK 0-25O4 I 1/2 TO 2 ' MUUJW. H-1 OS I O I I / 2 T 0 2" 

OR 

M U U T R D-2SCOO I 1/2 TO 2 * 

wtancATiae 
CuwawtaMi—i 
totowit 
At-(MOTS** 
CanbvctaJcet 

hftCoMdm 

Mm0k - 4,000 r»*?A<fay» 
-CieVI(yiO«WMMk,l4M<r 

•M 
• bMnMeritMiwMrt 

-ltyteMri|p*rt«0 

WOODARD'S 
C o n c r e t e P r o d u c t s , Inc. 

rwcMsr OTIC INK) 
W-l 

SEPTIC TANK Ncyresi 
I . PROVIDE A 3" MIN. BED OP SAND O R PEA GRAVEL UNDER TANK. 

2 . CAULK. JOINTS AROUND INLET AND OUTLET PIPES. 

3 . PROVIDE AN ASPHALTIC SEAL BETWEEN CONTACT SURTACES O P 
MANHOLE COVERS, INSPECTION COVERS AND CLEAN OUT COVERS. 

4 . MAX. DEPTH O F COVER TO BE I 2*. 

5 . SEPTIC SHALL BE DESIGNED POR M 2 0 LOADING 

O.D. •«- 24* TRENCH WIDTH 

•4'MIN. COVER 

FOUNDATION 
MATtWALflWONE 
sat sr MAX.) 

MATOUAL WttfM OKDtRTD 

BACKnUMATEMM. 

CMM 

TYPICAL TRENCH SECTION 
POR SERVICE CONNECTIONS 

N.T.9. 

12" 

KT-

l-l/2»-

9-1/4 
f Prl T 

I I" 

r > 

vtwcujp 

oo 

4 ' WIDE PAIMTTD UNE9 
I N B U X 

tt$88£SS5 

State View i - i / r Top View 

TO 

HAKDOJTBP SIGH DCTAIL 
—TWnWwr* 

fox ^T^flMf^** A 
HAWgO^rnOP PAPKIMO PCTAIL 

SFTCinOTIONS 

Concrete Mmimum Storemjtti - A.OOO p» at 2f l d*y9 

Reinfoncement - G"x6"x I Opt . WwT 

Air EntaHiwnent - 6 % 

Pipe Connection - Pofyloc seal (patented) 

A3THALTIWWG tor 

WOODARD'S 
C o n c r e t e P r o d u c t s , Inc. 
PTOCASr W 9 T W » m O N B 0 M » 

4>W0U! BOK * m i DAPTiE 

DISTRIBUTION BOX NOTES* 

I . PROVIDE I 2« MIN. GRAVEL BASE UNDER DROP BOX. 
2 . CAULK. JOINTS AROUND INLET AND OUTLET PIPES. 
3 . MAX. DEPTH O P COVER TO BE I 2". 

45'LONG BED 

/VTROVtP flUMMST AWTIW* W VMM* 
3urtwfreND€mortvBucwoivs> 

3 IN. crN.va.o.o.r. rrmt -tea. is (rrrr s come E W K W 
*• /* . arw.K».p.o.r. maw••Ka.irmvterrvn 

PAVEMENT AND CURB DETAIL 

DISTRIBUTION BOX 

90UD rrt CKM BimcTA**. 

M U T 

rw» <r « e TO ar «* 
EUV. HMD r H U T IS 
•Mai* TUM owurr 

v4 

PWUVWIVT 

ovuurr 1 
ifcwÎ Jto i 

( H A T OKAflD 

PTONT ttEVATTON 

tkTA 

PLAN 
CAMRfflEU WOT ~ ~ 

MminR(ai W I N 
. DARNER KAATKWAL 

DOSTiNG GRADE 
/ _ rTKroRATED 4' rvc rire 

9' MAX. 
• ' (UK BLK. 

r ro IO* 
•"C.BJKK. 

am Iff 
JUT 8PCC 

9PCT10W/VA 

a^vmrtoKAi ABSORPTION BED 
H R ^ I ' W W T O & X C E 1— 

A0SORPT)ON BED NOTES i 
r.'.'juite ti.'.V innnHniMBiMBsaWBeMaMWnaMa^ 

I . DO NOT INSTALL ABSORPTION BED M WET S O I L 
2 . ENDS O f ALL DiSTRPBUTtON PIPES MUST BE CONNECTED. 
3 . RAW! SIDES AND BOTTOM O P BED PRIOR TO PLACING GRAVEL. 
4. BED BOTTOM SHALL BE LEVEL. 

? or sTowe OVER nri: 
16" 

i r STOME eeoDiMG 

• »-» ' • ' >•'••! - . . . I l *•, 

CAP UNIT 

ADHERE TO TOP UNIT 

W / V E R S A - L O K 

CONCRETE ADHESIVE 

VERSA-LOK 

MODULAR CONCRETE 

FACING UNITS 

SsT 

0 tAT QKAtt) 

END OCVATION 

M.TJK 

- . ' ! i . I-:^^r. l^.—;L_L._i..„.. . , ir3^:,::.i . ,: . ,_=: 
<«3T TO SO«iLr 

OE0SYNTHETIC REINFORCEMENT 

SEE PROFILE DRAWINGS 

FOR LENGTH, TYPE. AND 3PACIN0 

RETAINED BACKFILL 

APPROX. 

EXCAVATION LINE 

REINFORCED BACKFILL 
COMPACTED B6% O F MAXIMUM 
STANDARD PROCTOR DENSITY 

•ITT—:i raarcyHHSH 

SPTf 

• 4 " DIA. (MIN.) DRAIN PIPE 
OUTLET • END OF WALL 
OR €» 4 0 ' CENTERS MAX. 
SLOPE T O DRAIN ( 1 / 8 7 F T . ) 

IMPERVIOUS F1U. 

-0RANULAR LEVELINC P A D 

8 ' THICK M IN . 

TYPICAL SECTION-REINFORCED m RETAINING WALL 
M O D U U R C O N C R E T E U N I T 
SCALE: NONE 

G U A R D RAIL NOTES: 
1 . DISTANCE X AND Y TO BE DETERMINED 

BY ENGINEER BASiEO ON SOIL. AND 
LOADING CONDITIONS. 

2 . INSTALL H - P I L E O R WOOD P O S T 
AS PER MANUFACTURER'S RECOMMENDATIONS. 

3 . AU0ERIN0 OR DRIVING OF P O S T 
MAY PIERCE U P P E R LAYER O F GEOSYNTHETIC 
AS PER ENGINEER'S DESIGN. 

GUARD RAIL, DETAIL 
T Y P I C A L G U A R D R A I L 
SCALE: N O N E 

VCRSArlOKWCTAJNINGWAaTOBe BYOTHJS3 

mtmmm/m* 

Heavy Duty 
Wall Pack 
High Preilure SOIIH im 

Met«l I'lmiclc 
/50 t, 400 Wftm 

'.I I'll.', 002 

Ordering Data 
High Pressure Sodium 

«n inn 

HfftVY PUTT W*ll PACK tttWAnHTS 

24<VT7>- CWA Hloli 28 W20H430 
WiM) 

lao/aoi HofFr 

OWA mg<< 29 __ 

iimninS PACKmWAT7§T 

CWA lliyli 3fl M?-OH440 

FEATURES 
• lh» Hanvy Duty Wal l Pnck t» nnxslur* and ciuiUxool. haa 

llwoMted op»ntno» tor oonduil and pholocontrol intrrnHa-
Mon, and durable UaKcd on i>uivurciii;inu n u r t u o i w i 
linlth 

• UL ustod lor wol and damp locotiono 

• Hivy cluty, two place, di»-c«»t aluminum housing with 
hinged, captive bezel and corrosion resistant hordwsru 

• Compielel / soeled with a silicon gaaKet 

Photometric Data 
HtAVY OUIV W M L PACK « N WATT HIOH P«f I tUHf SODIUM 

« $ A l t " M j k ' 6̂ ? 
p.w UAA 0.07"'una' 
<JW p"'9 ~0tf» 0*p4 

fl-fliL-Jiis JU.LJBH_ 
" -9.ML Ui» Q .J{ I .T5L 

B, -9J6. Q4fi o.ao fro* 
LML _2Mfl .i.5JttJUD_ JLlQ_'J(LJLfiZ.;««"JuE' 

rg-^feLj. Hffl 1 f tM Y lW,,,«n-lM nix). 53LJS!tt 
'A • Plr»t Contour 

• Hign impact and heat resistant borosilcate glasa rolractor 

• One piece, stippled, asaymetric I U K K U M I aluminum 
iirllector designed to produce u wide pattern ol olhcieni 
illumination 

• Ideal for applications: 
Parking areas 
Perimeter Hunting, 
Entrances and walkwayii 
waterfront areas 
Loading platforms 
Recreational areas 

® 

_>sgwv.M>t o.<i 
«00WMJr"5'e» 

Dimensions 
IT" •• 12 V." -•> 

*ta A ^inrmasisr 

'>e>e«tM«>.LapM|»eiRssn 11»» (ye-*eellHWH **>•<••>. tal 3fl '» nV-M4)VI» Tftomasmetts 

%Ml FtWBBRYBma.H^. 

I^Mi^ 

CONCRETE SLAB 

41 

BEW— I ; 
I/AT10N 

•9M00T O l I D t B T O 9T0T 
h«AMUrACTU«BD BY 
Bt^MAH»6Hfflrr iO0UCT5.MC. 

; # I & N ' S L ° ° C K ! 

CRUSHED STONE 

1 , 5 0 0 G A L L O N 
P R E - C A S T C O N C . 
H O L D I N G T A N K 
H 2 0 L O A D I N G 

SQUARE 

yip— mRVfir^^0 

OIL SEPARATOR CATCH BASIN 
BLEIAIL 

nMr>reMBiiir»iii«wraririMu. 
awaaxw^wiitmitair.inwwerajeitr. 

• me»Mi»memu. 

fw aesajr tMifjfnn 

I T ¥ ' T : ' T ' r ' T S i 
1 * ^ 4 ^ ' •> t - . ^ a ^ j ^ a ^ t a ^ B M ^ s J I a ^ H 

Mrnt. • |tWima.«i/«K —' 

" - CwrfP»tWm/«s»a»j 'prMMII I i^ 

jgLJMm.smk. 
SMnup.r%ANnMG OkJAtl. 

^ M M l ' ' i W , W « f ) < « f ^ ' 

wniimnp 

SCFJOCNOTtSi 
BBHrap 

.TIQN 

AND THE TONrVN OT NCWBURGM. 

3/S,?rfris^b ̂ mm®*m™9EPTIC r,ELD ̂ ^IB<08rr 

4 . THE LOT IB TO HAVE ONE ( 1 ) 1 . 2 5 0 GALLON 3EPTIC TANK. M20 LOADED. 

5 . 9URPACE WATER SHALL BE DIVERTED PROM THE SEPTIC HELD AREA. 

G ' C ^ 0 ^ f l ^ r r 3 W i c ? S ^ T e 0 J P r D R A I N S ^ ^ A L L D C DISCHARGED INTO 

7. 4" CAST IRON SHALL BE USED PROM THE BUILDING TO THE SEPTIC TANK-

I O. CONTRACTOR SHALL INSURE INSTALLATION AS PER SPECIFICATIONS. 

I I 

12 ^xmmmimmmmsmm 
•BLT 

SED. 3 . 5 GPP 

' 3tSP SE^AGE^Dlsl^A^gEs'llP9^ 9 M A L L REQU 'RE M O D"- , C A T , O N <=>r 

SJ^J^OTLNQJ. 
DEPm 

PROM 

O" 
4* 
4' 
T 

TO 
4" 
4' 
7* 
IO 

NOTES: NC 

soiiT?yrnTNQt-a 
DEPTH 

PROM TO 
0" 6" 

3'-IO" 
6' 
I l'-6' 

TAKEN I l / G / 9 9 
SOIL DESCRIPTION 

SOIL TEXTURE 

TOPSOIL 

GRAVELLY SILTY SAND 

PINE SANDY SILT 

SILTY SAND 

NTERED 

COLOR 

D i ; BROWN 

B R O W N O H 

TANNISH 

LT BROWN 

6" 
3'-10" 

G 

NOTES 

TAKEN I l/G/99 
SOIL DESCRIPTION 

5 0 I L TEXTURE 

TOPSOIL 

GRAVELLY SILTY SAND 

PINE SANDY SILT 

SILTY SAND 

COLOR 

DK BROWN 

BROWNISH 

TANNISM 

LT BROWN 

^mmmsm NTERED 

DESIGN DATA: 
HELD PERC. RATE, MOLE NO. I (TAKEN I l/fi/99 (9 24") 6 MIN. 
HELD PERC. RATE, MOLE NO. 2 (TAKEN I 1/6/99 @ 24') . . . . I 2 MIN. 
DESIGN PERC. RATE I 1-15 MIN. 
TOTAL NO. OP BEDROOMS 3 
TOTAL NO. OP EMPLOYEES IO 
AVG. DAILY PLOW [(3 x I 3 0 GrPD/BEDROOM) + (10 x 15 GPD/EMPLOYEE)] 540 G.P.D. 
APPLICATION RATE O.60 GAL/DAY/3Q. PT. 
REQD. ABSORPTION BED AREA 9 0 0 SQ. rt. 
PROVD. ABSORPTION BED AREA 9 0 0 SQ. PT. 
(USE A 2D x 45 ' ABSORPTION BED) 

5EPTIC DESIGN * DETAILS 
rem 

PROPOSED MINI-STORAGE PACIUTY 
• 3 SERVICE GARAGES 

ON IAMB or 

5LOOP HILL ASSOCIATES, LLC 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE COUNTY, NEW YORK 
SCALE: T = 30' G R A P H 1 C SCALE M A Y l< 2 0 0 ° 

19 5C »° I APPROVAL GRANTED BY' 

( IN FEET ) 
1 i n c h * 30 ft. 

BRADY 
SEP 2 if 

Jfimes PeTio. 

ENGINEERING 
CONSULTING ENGINEER 

POST OPPICE BOX 4B2 , WALDO*, M.Y. 

TEUPAX i» 14) 7 7 S - 4 0 0 6 

• '•. Bresnart, Secretary 

SHEET 3 OF 3 
JOB NO. 250-00 

R E V I S I O N S 
DATE 

WKKK> 

DESCRlFTiaN 
PB * CWGTS COMM0NTB 
M 4 om*cauutm-tmm*ee* WOOL sotwot 

tUBUBnUUMMMNXNUKKOBKBU 
Hi l l ' .' ' ' ' 

HnawajnjBeaBaaBajBfjmananajMnH^ 

'A: ''''liiiiv IvE^ik .<Jf\S" ^'^(C^MMiei^ 
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